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Dissertation  I. 

S  Polygamy  is  a  dodrine 
daily  defended  in  common 
converfation,  and  often  in 
print,  by  a  great  variety 
of plaujihh  arguments  j  and  as  thofe 
arguments  are  no  where,  that  I  know, 
throughly  examined  and  difcuffed  - 
and  the  determining  that  point,  up¬ 
on  plain  and  clear  principles,  is  a 
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matter  of  the  ,  utmoft  confequence  to 
human  fociety  ;  This,  I  hope,  will 
be  a  fuflScient  apology  for  a  man, 
who  hath  confidered  this  queftion  with 
all  the  care  he  could,  to  publifh  his 
thoughts  to  the  world,  with  that  can¬ 
dour  and  freedom,  -which  befl:  become 
a  fincere  lover  of  truth,  and  friend  of 
mankind. 

^  In  the  firft  place,  I  have  confi- 
.dered  how  far  this  queflion  is  deter¬ 
minable  by  the  law  of  nature  ;  and 
under,  this  head,  I  have  confidered 
Mr.  Lock’s  opinion  concerning  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  marriage  union. 

In  the  next  place,  I  have  examined 
this  praftice  at  large,  by  the  precepts 
of  the  Mofaic  law,  and  the  examples 
of 'the  ^mizxchs,  '  Abraham,  Ifaac^ 
and  Jacob. 

tr 

I  then  proceeded  to  the  prophet 
David,  and  inquired  how  far  he  was 
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hJameahk  ot  excufeahle  in  the  bufinefs 
of  Polygamy,  from  the  laws  of  God 
then  in  being  5  and  have  ventured  to 
differ  from  all  the  commentators  I 
ever  met  with,  in  the  fenfe  of  every 
text  relateing  to  this  point. 

In  the  next  place,  I  carefully  con» 
fidered  the  condition  and  conlequences 
of  Polygamy  in  the  great  em.pires  of 
'T wkey ,  China,  and  Japan  5  and 
throughly  examined  the  foundation 
of  that  opinion,  which  afcribeth  the 
increafe  of  mankind  in  thofe  countries 
to  the  advantage  of  this  inftitution. 

And  laftly,  I  have  inquired  into 
the  reafons,  why  the  northern  hive 
hath  ceafed  to  fwarm  for  fome  centu¬ 
ries  paft ;  and  whether  this  be  owing 
to  the  retardment  of  the  human  gene¬ 
ration,  by  the  eftablifhment  of  Chiif- 
tianity,  which  abolifhed  Polygamy. 
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First  then,  Polygamy  appcareth 
to  me  plainly  repugnant  to  the  law 
nature :  inafmuch  as  it  is  found, 
by  accurate  obfervations  on  the  increafe 
of  mankind,  that  there  are  more  males 
born  into  the  world  than  females,  and 
that,  in  a  conftant  and  efiablifhed 
courfe,  in  the  proportion  of  about 
thirteen  to  twelve  nearly  5  and  fince 
the  right  of  marriage  is  a  right  of  na¬ 
ture,  which  all  men  have  equal  claim 
to,  and  yet  this  right  cannot  be  ob¬ 
tained,  if  any  number  of  men  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  have  many  wives  at  once  j 
therefore  no  luch  allowance  fhould  be 
made :  bccaufe  as  many  wives  as  they 
have  above  their  juft  number,  fo  many 
muft  fuch  a  number  of  other  men 
want. 

i'F  one  man,  for  example,  have 
twenty  wives  to  his  fhare,  nineteen 
men  muft,  of  neceflity,  be  robbed, 
each  of  them  of  their  natural  right  : 

and 
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and  confequently,  if  it  be  agreable  to 
the  law  of  nature^  that  nineteen  men 
fhould  have  nineteen  wives  5  then  is 
it  diredfly  contrary  to  the  law  of  na- 
ture  ^  that  one  man  fhould  have 
twenty  wives,  or  any  number  above 
one  at  once. 

And,  whereas  fome  have  been  fo 
weak,  as  to  imagine  mankind  more 
multiplied  by  permitting  a  plurality 
of  wives and  confeauently,  that  the 
ends  of  Providence,  in  the  increafe  of 
mankind,  were  better  anfwered  by 
that  permiffion  5  the  direct  contrary 
to  this  is  demonflrably  true  ;  foraf- 
much  as  it  is  evident,  that  twenty  men 
will,  ordinarily,  have  more  children 
by  twenty  wives,  than  one  man  by 
twenty  wives  5  and  of  confequence, 
any  greater  or  lefs  number  of  men 
will  have  more  children  by  any  greater 
or  lefs  number  of  women,  than  one 
man  can  have  :  becaufe  variety  doth 

j 

but  excite  to  luxury  and  excefs  5  and 
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both  thefe  enfeeble  and  enervate  5  and 
dellroy  the  main  end  for  which  the 
appetite  of  procreation  was  implanted. 
Nor  to  infill:,  that  fwenty  men  and 
t<wenty  women  will,  ordinarily,  be 
better  able,  by  their  united  care,  to 
fupport  and  educate  their  ilTue,  than 
one  man  and  his  twenty  wives  'j'. 

But  here  it  may  be  obje(5fed,  that 
the  excefs  of  one  in  thirteen  will  not 
be  fufficienc  to  anfwer  the  extraordi¬ 
nary  waftes  of  men  above  women, 
by  war ,  vices ,  navigation ,  and 
noxious  trades  of  various  kinds 5  con- 
lecjuently,  there  muft  always  be  an 
excefs  of  women  above  men  in  the 
world  lor  Polygamy. 

1  anfwer,  that  this  excels,  confi- 
dered  in  reference  to  the  fimple  num- 

"f’  Upon  this  principle  Charondas  the  ^jurian 
lawgiver  excluded  all  thofe  from  all  offices  of 
truft  and  dignity  in  his  commonwealth,  who 
having  children  by  a  iirlt  wife  married  a  fecond. 

bers 
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bers  of  thirteen  and  twelve,  is  feem- 
ingly  fosttll  5  but  confidered  in  relation 
to  the  aggregate  numbers  of  a  whole 
nation,  is  very  confiderable  :  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  joint  inhabitants  of  Eng' 
land  and  Ireland  may  be  computed 
at  about  thirteen  millions  :  Suppofe 
then,  a  wafte  of  half  a  million  of 
men,  every  age,  in  thefe  kingdoms, 
above  women,  by  the  forementioned 
accidents,  (which,  I  believe,  will  be 
thought  a  confiderable  allowance)  it 
is  plain,  there  can  ftill  be  no  furpluf- 
age  of  women  for  Polygamy. 

The  cafe  will  be  ftill  the  fame, 
whether  we  fuppofe  the  inhabitants  of 
thefe  kingdoms  to  be  more  or  lefs 
numerous. 

If  ever  there  was  a  reafon  for  a  plu¬ 
rality  of  wives,  it  was  at  the  creation, 
and  after  the  deluge  5  when  the  world 
wanted  moft  to  be  peopled  :  and  it 
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is  certain,  that  at  the  deluge,  God  pre- 
ferved  only  l^oah  and  his  wife,  with 
his  three  fons  and  their  three  wives  5 
when  he  might  have  preferved  any 
greater  number  of  women,  had  he 
thought  a  greater  neceflary  for  the 
peopling  of  the  world.  It  is  aifo 
equally  certain,  that  God  might  as 
eafily  have  created  twenty  women  for 
Adam  as  one  5  and  yet  he  created  Eve 
only  :  altho’  as  the  prophet  Malachi 
obferveth,  he  had  the  vejidue  of  the 
fpirit ;  the  fame  fpirit  that  impowered 
him  to.  create  one^  was  equally  fuffi- 
cient  for  any  greater  number.  A  plain 
demonftration  that  he  never  intended 
more  than  one  woman  for  one  man. 
And  this  is  fully  confirmed  by  our 
9  Saviour. 

PoLYGAMF  was  not  eftabliflied, 
nor  {o  much  as  permitted,  by  the 
law  of  Mofes.  But  however,  Mofes 
allowed,  in  cafe  of  defilement,  to 

give 
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give  a  bill  of  divorce  ||  5  but  with¬ 
out  an  exprefs  licenfe  to  take  another 
wife. 

This 


II  Mr.  Selden  tells  us^  {itxor  Hehr,  1.  3.  c.  18.) 
that  the  learned  of  the  ^'fews  were  divided  up¬ 
on  this  point.  The  Hillclians  held,  that  any 
diflike  conceived  of  a  woman  juftified  a  divorce.  ' 
The  Sam7n£ans  affirmed,  that  nothing  could 
juftify  it,  but  fome  real  aftual  defilement.  Our 
Saviour  feems  to  have  been  applied  to  as  arbi¬ 
trator  in  this  difpute;  {Matt,  xix.)  and  to  have 
declared  in  favour  of  the  Samm(za?is,,  that  an 
union,  inftituted  by  God,  was  not  to  be  dif- 
folved  upon  every  trifling  pretence  ;  that  no¬ 
thing,  but  fuch  foul  crimes  as  are  comprehended, 
according  to  the  Hebrew  idiom,  under  the  w^ord 
fornication^  could  juilify  that  practice. 

Thus  much  is  certain  •  that  w  hoever  w  ill  take 
the  trouble  to  coniider  Mofes's  precept  upon 
this  point,  {Dent.  xxiv.  i.)  will  find,  that  no¬ 
thing  but  uncleannefs  in  the  wife  juftified  a  bill 
of  divorce. 

What  that  uncleannefs  was  is  not  fo  clear ; 
but  I  think  the  moft  natural  interpretation  of 
the  word  is  tmchaftity.  And  therefore,  with 
great  fubmifTion,  Mr.  Chub  is  not  fufficiently 
juftified,  in  fuppofing  the  Mcjdic  precept  in  re¬ 
lation  to  divorces  not  of  divine  authority;  in- 
afmuch  as  the  feparation  of  man  and  wife,  on 
account  of  unchaftity,  is  agreeable  to  the  law 
of  nature ;  and  the  only  objeftion  to  Mofes  is, 

that 
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This  allowance  the  in  pro- 
cefs  of  time  greatly  abufed  5  and  far 
from  confineing  themfelves  toJMoJes’s 
limitation,  took  every  flight  pretence 
of  turning  away  one  wife,  to  take  an¬ 
other  they  liked  better  ;  and  by  this 
means  introduced  all  forts  of  corrup¬ 
tion  and  confufion  into  their  families  3 
and  at  laft  they  arrived  to  fuch  a  de¬ 
gree  of  iniquity,  that  it  was  cuflomary 


that  thi'S  was  permitted  to  be  done  in  a  private 
way.  And  this  permilTion  is  what  our  Saviour 
feemeth  to  cenfure,  as  extending  beyond  that 
law. 

1  fhall  not  take  upon  me  to  pronounce^  that 
God  cannot  in  any  cafe  or  upon  any  occalion 
difpenfe  with  his  own  laws*  or  that  he  is  bound 
to  give  his  people,  in  all  circumftances,  fuch 
as  are  moft  perfe6l',  and  no  other. 

But  the  true  diftin6tion  I  take  to  be  here. 
Mofes  permitted  every  man,  in  his  private  capa¬ 
city^  to  put  away  his  wife  for  uncleannefs  : 
whereas,  by  the  law  of  reafon,  fhe  Ihould  not 
have  been  put  aw'ay  but  by  puhlic  authority  and 
a  fair  hearing.  In  the  firft  cafeA/rt;/  put  them 
afunder,  in  the  latter  God'^  for  in  this  cafe  the 
judgment  is  his.  Dent.  i.  17. 
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with  them  to  marry  a  wife  for  one 
day. 

Nor  was  this  corruption  confined 
to  the  Jews ;  the  whole  world  was 
now  over-run  with  it  :  and  it  was 
almoft  as  flagrant  in  the  pradtice  of 
the  Roman  <wta:es  f ;  as  of  the  Je 
husbands. 

This  was  the  ftate  of  things  when 
the  ‘Rharifees  came  to  our  Saviour, 
and  put  the  queftion  to  him,  whether 
it  were  lawful  for  a  man  to  put  away}^itt.  19. 
his  wife  for  enoery  caufe  And  he  an- 
fwered  and  faid  unto  them.  Have  ye 


"f'  Nunqiiid  jam  nlla  repudio  eruhefcit^  poji^ 
qiiam  illiiftres  quoedam  nohiles  fceminoe^  non. 
Confulum  mmero^  fed  Maritorum,  annos  fuas 
computant*  Senec.  de  benef.  1.  3.  c.  i^. 

Sic  crefcit  numcrus^  fic  Jiunt  oSlo  mar  hi 
^uinqiie  per  autumnos  ^ 

Am  minus ^  aut  certe  vix  jam  Ricefma  lux  efty 
Et  niihit  decimojam  fekjina  Aro,  Mart. 
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not  read,  that  he  moho  made  them  at 
the  beginning,  made  them  male  and 
female ,  and  faid.  For  this  caufe  Jhall 
a  man  leave  father  and  mother,  and 
cleave  to  his  wife,  and  they  twain 
Jhall  be  one  jlejlo  ?  wherefore,  they  are 
■no  more  twain,  but  one  JleJItt.  What 
therefore  God  hath  joined  together, 
let  no  man  put  afunder.  Why  then, 
fay  they,  did  Mofes  command  to  give 
a  writing  of  divorcement,  and  to  put 
her  away  ?  he  faith  unto  them,  Mo¬ 
fes,  becaufe  of  the  hardnefs  of  your 
hearts,  fufFered  (not  commanded 
to  put  away  your  wives,  but  from  the 
beginning  it  was  not  fo. 

From  this  reafoning  of  our  Saviour’s 
two  things  are  clearly  to  be  inferred  ; 
flrft,  That  the  union  of  one  man  with 
one  woman,  is  an  original  law  of  na¬ 
ture,  evidenced  in  the  very  creation. 
Andfecondly,  That  this  union  was,  in 
the  primary  intention  of  God,  to  laft 
for  life  5  and  therefore,  it  is  no  matter 

what 
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what  Mofes  might  have  been  direded 
by  Almighty  God,  to  permit  to  a  vi¬ 
cious  and  ftubborn  generation,  to  keep 
them  from  greater  corruptions'!'. 

The  queftion  is  not,  what  was 
occafionally  permitted  •,  but  what  was 
originally  intended  and  enjoined  ?  and 
that  is  evidently  the  permanent  union 
of  one  man  with  one  woman. 

And  indeed,  the  good  of  fociety, 
which  greatly  dependethupon  the  good 
education  of  children,  is  greatly  con¬ 
cerned  5  and  evidently  requireth,  that 


'I"  I  lliall  not  take  upon  me  to  fay,  why  God 
permitted  this  pra6lice  at  firft ;  but  this  I  can 
fay,  that  God  himfelf  declareth  his  abhorrence 
of  this  pra6lice,  (as  it  was  then  abufed)  by  the 
mouth  of  his  prophet  (ch.  ii.  v.  I 

am  fenfible,  that  fome  men  nave  interpreted 
thit  pailage  into  quite  another  fenfe :  but  who¬ 
ever  coniidereth  the  whole  chapter,  will  foon 
fee,  that  this  interpretation  is  utterly  abhor¬ 
rent  from  the  whole  fcope  and  purpofe  of  the 
prophet,  in  this  place. 


men 
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men  fliould  have  but  one  wife  at  once  5 
becaufe  a  variety  of  children,  by  k 
variety  of  women,  (and  thofe  perhaps 
of  the  fame  age,  and  in  the  fame  circiira- 
ftances)  mull  multiply  the  cares  of 
education  to  fuch  a  degree,  that  it  is 
impoffible  for  any  father  to  difcharge 
his  duty  to  them  all,  as  he  ought. 
And  it  is  obfervable,  that  fuch  chil¬ 
dren  are  always  regarded  or  negiedled, 
according  as  the  mother  is  efteemed 
or  defpifed  :  and  this,  I  think,  will 
bell  explain  that  paffage  in  the  pro¬ 
phet  (ii.  i  y.J  where,  fpeak- 

ing  of  the  creation  of  one  woman  at 
the  beginning,  he  putteth  the  queftion, 
And  wherefore  one  ?  i.  e.  Why  did 
God  create  but  one  woman  ioxAdam? 
to  which  he  immediately  anfwereth, 
that  he  might  feek  a  godly  feed :  i.  e. 
That  the  children  of  fuch  an  union 
might  be  carefully  educated  in  the 
knowledge  and  fear  of  God,  and  un¬ 
der  the  example  of  continence  and 
conjugal  fidelity.  Whereas,  had  Adam 

been 
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been  divided  between  many  wives, 
his  ilTue  would  have  had  the  curfe  of 
a  loofe  and  carelefs  education  5  and 
been  influenced,  by  their  father’s  ex¬ 
ample,  to  luxury  and  incontinence  5 
which  are  the  great  fountains  of  im¬ 
morality  and  irreligion. 

And  this  obfervation  furniflieth  us 
with  a  fufficient  anfwer  to  that  argu¬ 
ment  in  favour  of  Polygamy,  which 
urgeth,  that  children  by  fucceffive  • 
wives  create  e<^ual  contefts  and  com¬ 
petitions  for  the  father’s  favour  and 
fortune,  with  thofe  born  of  feveral 
wives,  fubfifting  at  the  fame  time  : 
for,  fuppofing  they  didj  how  doth 
this  afFed  the  objeftion  in  relation  to 
the  duty  of  education  and  mainte¬ 
nance?  is  it  equally  eafy  to  maintain 
and  educate  any  number  of  children 
by  feveral  wives  at  the  fame  time  5  as 
to  maintain  and  educate  the  fame 
number  by  feveral  wives  in  fucceffion  ? 
Mofl;  certainly  it  is  not. 


Be- 
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Besides,  the  prefumptioii  is,  that 
many  wives  fubfifting  at  once,  w  ill 
produce  more  children  than  feveral 
wives  in  fucceffion :  and  confequently, 
both  the  care  of  education,  and  ex- 
pence  of  maintenance,  will  in  this 
cafe  be  greatly  multiplied  5  and  for 
that  reafon  greatly  negledled^.  No¬ 
thing  is  more  known,  than  that  the 
care  of  a  very  few  children,  nay,  of¬ 
tentimes  the  care  ol  one,  is  found  to 
cxhauft  the  parents  .befl:  hours  and 
years  ^  and  what  then  muft  become 
of  him  and  them,  if  this  care  be  not 
only  multiplied,  but  diftradled  ?  and 
therefore,  as  nothing  can  more  con¬ 
cern  the  peace  and  intereft  of  private 
families,  or  the  well-being  of  the  pub- 


^  And  if  St.  Paul  rightly  account  him 
worfe  than  an  infidel^  who  p'omdeth  not  for  thofe 
of  his  own  hotife'^  what  are  we  to  think  of  him, 
who  alloweth  himfelf  in  fuch  methods  of  mul¬ 
tiplying  his  family,  as  will  make  it  impoffible 
tor  him  to  provide  for  them  ? 

/  lie, 
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lie,  than  a  careful  education  of  chil-^ 
dren,  nothing  can  be  more  prejudi¬ 
cial  to  either,  than  that  pernicious 
and  unnatural  pradice  of  Polygamy  j 
which  muft  rob  them  of  this  advan¬ 
tage  •  and  inftead  of  increafing  the 
parental  care  towards  the  children, 
render  it  languid  and  indifferent  to 
fuch  a  degree,  that  it  is  generally  feen 
to  end  in  an  utter  negledl  both  of  the 
mothers  and  their  iffue 

As 


*  This  point  is  well  illuftrated  in  that  paf- 
fage  oiSalluJi^  (Bell.  Jugurth.  c.  8o  )  Etiam 
anteay  Jugurth £y  fiha  Bocebi  uupferat ;  venm 
ea  ncceffitiidoy  apud  Numtdas  Maurofquey  kvis 
“  ducitur\  quod  ftnguliy  pro  opihus  quifquc  quam 
plurimas  uxoreSy  denas  aJiij  alii  plures  habent ; 
fed  reges  eo  ampUus,  Ita  animus  multitudine 
dijlrahitur  y  nullam  pro  focia  obtinet ;  pariter 
omnes  yiles  funt,  Bocebu/s  daughter  had  al- 
fo  before  this  been  married  to  JugUTtha  \ 
but  that  is  accounted  but  a  flight  tye  among 
the  Moors  and  Niimidtans\  inafmuch  as  v/ith 
them  every  man  hath  many  wives,  ac”- 
cording  to  his  wealth  ^  foma  ten,  fome 
more,  and  kings  a  yet  greater  number.  By 
which  means,  the  mind,  diflra^led  bv  vari- 

c  ety, 
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As  to  the  other  obje<aion  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  the  peace  of  families,  I  defire 
to  ask  any  candid  or  reafon able  man, 
whether  farriilies  can,  in  the  ordinary 
courfe  of  things,  be  equally  diftrafted 
and  difquieted  by  the  competition  of 


“  ety,  regardeth  none  of  them  with  a  true  fo- 
“  cial  affe6Iion  j  and  fo  all  become  defpicable 
“  alike.” 

Alfo  by  that  palTage  in  Procop.  Hiji.  Vandal. 
1.  2.  C.  II.  'ncui'uv 

“  a.yiS!ly-jvcMa.  avay-Mt,  jiJ,  on  Kara  mv^wda 
( af  ifjo)  rvyot )  ^ovotKnar  yvi'aiKn.  rrad^jv  ook  av 

“  ‘.mKetrroi  yon.  It  is  yours,  (fay  the  Barbari- 
“  arts')  who  can  have  but  one  wile  fat  onced 
“  to  be  touched  with  folicitude  for  your  chil- 
“  dren  \  but  as  for  us  who  can  have  fifty  wives 
“  if  we  pleafe,  we  are  under  no  apprehenlion 
“  of  w'anting  polterity.” 

And  by  another  of  Ammianus  Marcellinm 
where  fpeaking  of  the  Perfmns  (1.  23.  c.  6.)  he 
hath  thefe  words ;  “  Pro  cpthus  qmfqm  adfctfcens 
matrimonial  plura  vel  paitca.  tlnde  apud  eos, 
“  per  Ubidines  varias  caritas  difperfa  torpefcit. 
“  Each  engaging  in  more  or  fewer  marriages, 
“  according  to  his  wealth ;  by  which  means, 
“  their  affeaions  being  diffipated  thro’  variety 
“  oflufts,  become  numbed  and  infenfible.”  ' 


feveral 
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feveral  mothers  and  their  children,  in  ' 
fucceffion,  as  by  the  competitions  of  ‘ 
many  mothers  and  their  children,  at  •  . 
once  ?  furely  no  candid  man  will  fay 
they  can  ;  till  it  can  be  demonftrated, 
that  a  fire  fhall  burn  as  fiercely,  wafte 
as  much,  and  laft  as  long,  with  half 
the  quantity  of  air  and  fuel  5  as  it  will 
with  a  double,  a  triple,  or  any  greater 
quantity  of  both.  And  therefore,  the 
good  education  ( I  might  add  too  the 
health)  of  children,  and  the  peace  and 
•well-being  of  families,  and  in  confe- 
quence  of  thefe,  the  peace  and  well¬ 
being  of  the  public,  is  greatly  con¬ 
cerned  in  driving  o'ut  this  evil  practice 
of  Polygamy  from  the  fociety  of  man¬ 
kind  ;  and  introducing  in  its  dead  the 
facred  union  of  one  man  with  one 
woman. 

And,  that  this  union  of  cxie  man 
with  one  woman  fhould  be  for  life, 
is  evident  from  our  Saviour’s  exprefs 
words;  IVhat  God  hath  joined.  Jet  m 
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man  put  afunder.  And  therefore,  if 
man  cannot,  muftnot,  put  them  afun¬ 
der  5  they  muft  continue  together  till 
it  pleafeth  God  to  part  them,  either 
by  death,  or  the  fentence  of  public 
juftice.  And  fo  far  was  God  from 
intending  to  part  them  before,  that  he 
plainly  intended  they  fliould  fooner 
part  with  every  thing  elfe:  even  their 
neareft  and  dearefl:  friends  5  for  this 
caufe  JJjall  a  man  have  father  and 
mother,  and  cleave  to  his  wife. 

And  indeed,  if  this  union  were  to 
con€inue  only  at  the  difcretion  of 
either  party,  or  for  any  term  lefs  than 
life  5  the  evils  which  would  devolve 
upon  fociety  from  fuch  a  limitation, 
would  be  infinite  :  the  great  engage¬ 
ment  to  peace  and  mutual  love  would 
be  diffolyed  ^  all  the  truft  and  confi¬ 
dence  of  the  mofl'  perfedf  friendfliip 
would  be  intirely  deflroyed ;  the  af- 
fuiance  of  confolatlon  in  diftrefs,  of 
fupport  in  ficknefs,  and  fociety  in  age, 

would 
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would  be  taken  away  from  the  earth : 
and  the  interefts  of  families  would  be 
torn  into  ten  thoufand  diftradions. 
In  fliort,  the  evils  of  life  would  be 
infinitely  multiplied  by  it,  and  its 
greatcfl:  bleflings  infinitely  impaired. 

And,  on  the  other  hand,  the  mif- 
chiefs  that  would  arlle  from  allowing 
one  man  many  wives  at  once,  would 
be  full  as  great  as  thofe  that  would 
arife  from  a  temporary  union  5  bccaufe 
they  would  in  a  great  meafure  be  the 
very  fame  5  fince  that  alfo  would  of 
neceflity  produce  contention,  difquiet, 
and  diftruft,  and  a  diftratffion  of  in¬ 
terefts  ;  and  would  of  necefficy  de- 
ftroy  the  peace  and  confolation  of  life, 
and  caufe  great  negle(51:  and  endlefs 
mifchief  in  the  education  of  children  ; 
And  the  evils  of  unbounded  appetite, 
which  are  now  in  a  great  meafure  re- 
ftrained  by  marriage,  and  banifhed  to 
the  beftial  herd,  would  return  with 
tenfold  violence  into  the  focietv  of 

J 
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men  :  and  therefore,  the  permiffion 
either  of  a  plurality  of  wives,  or  of 
arbitrary  divorces,  would  be  of  infi¬ 
nite  ill  confequence  to  mankind. 

Another  argument  againft  Poly¬ 
gamy  is,  that  miferable  ftate  of  fer- 
vitude  to  which  the  whole  female 
world  are  reduced,  where-ever  it  ob- 
taineth.  This  is  ndtorioufly  true  all 
over  the  Eaft  5  and  perhaps,  more  re¬ 
markably  fo  in  China  ;  in  Africa 
they  are  as  very  flaves  as  the  Ne¬ 
groes  in  the  plantations  5  and  in 
^erjia,  they  are  levelled  with  the 
beafts  that  perifh.  In  China  "I*  they 
are  without  inheritance  5  in  ^er~ 
jia  II  without  Souls.  So  that,  if 
there  were  no  other  objedlion  to 
this  practice,  than  the  debafement  and 


'f'  No  temales  inherit  in  China*  Navarette 
B.  ii.  ch.  3. 

|j  In  Perftay  the  profoundell  divines  teach, 
that  vvorrien  have  no  fouls.  Frja/s  Travelsy 

P‘  "■  ■ 
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the  mifery  to  which  it  reduceth  one 
half  of  the  human  fpecies,  where-ever 
it  prevailfth  5  this  alone  were  abun¬ 
dantly  fufficient,  to  demonftrate  it  a 
moft  glaring  and  grievous  violauon 
of  the  law  of  nature  f. 

To 


To  all  this  may  be  added  mifchiefs  of 
many  other  kinds  *  llich  as  parting,  lending^ 
and  pawning  wives  at  pleafure  ^  prafiices  fre¬ 
quent  in  China.  And  what  is  yet  w^orle,  I  am 
alfured,  it  is  a  common  practice  in  Turkey ^  to 
murder  and  make  away  v^ith  thefeferviie  ailb- 
ciates,  upon  the  Oighteft  fufpicion  of  jealoufy  ; 
and  without  the  leafl  apprehenhoo  of  a  legal 
profecution  upon  that  account :  and  in  truth, 
how  is  it  poffible  it  Ihould  be  other  wife  ?  inal- 
much  as  moft  of  them  are  their  flaves,  bougiit 
in  their  markets,  over  whom  they  are  as  abfo- 
lute  lords,  as  over  their  mules,  or  other  beafts 
of  burden^  and  for  whom  they  are  only  ac¬ 
countable  to  prudence,  or  felf-intereft.  This 
I  vouch  upon  the  credit  of  a  merchant  of  great 
integrity,  who  relided many  years  Smyrna'^ 
and  had  himfelf  the  mortihcation  to  be  prefent 
at  one  of  thefe  executions  \  where,  in  the  midlt 
of  mirth,  in  a  party  of  pleafure,  he  beheld  one 
of  thefe  unhappy  wives  tied  up  in  a  fack,  and 
throw'n  into  the  fea,  with  as  little  precaution 
or  concern,  as  ufaally  attends  the  drowTiing 
of  the  meaneft  brute,  in  this  part  of  the  world. 

C  4  And 
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T  o  this  it  may  be  objected,  that 
women  are  doomed  to  fubje(5tion  by 
God  himfelf. 

I  anfwer,  To  fubje^tion,  but  not 
to  flavery.  And  God  forbid,  this  di- 
fl:in(5i:ion  fliould  ever  ceafe,  any  more 
in  the  married,  than  in  the  civil  foci- 
ety. 


And  Okarius  tells  us,  that  both  voluntary 
and  violent  deaths  of  vi^ives,  occafioned  by  jea- 
loufy,  are  frequent  in  Per^a.  Amhajf.  Trav. 
B.  vie  p.  23P,  245. 
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Dissertation  II. 

Aving  in  the  precedent  dif- 
fertation  fufiiciently  fliewn 
Polygamy  to  be  deftruc- 
tive  of  the  natural  rights 
of  mankind,  and  the  peace  of  Ibciety  j 
I  cannot  begin  a  further  profecution 
of  this  fubjedt  more  properly,  than 
by  obferving  upon  the  united  igno¬ 
rance 
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ranee  and  effrontery  of  modern  free¬ 
thinkers :  who,  at  the  fame  time  that 
they  are  infulting  chrijtians  with  the 
fufficiency  and  felf-evidence  of  the 
law  of  nature^  are  demonftrateing 
their  own  utter  ignorance  of  one  of 
itsmoft  important  branchesj  by  plead¬ 
ing  fo  loudly  and  fo  importunately, 
as  they  have  done  for  fome  years  paft, 
for  Polygamy  f  j  i.  e.  pleading  for  a 
licenfe  to  violate  one  of  the  moft  im¬ 
portant  of  all  the  laws  of  nature  :  a 
aw  guarded  with  as  many  and  as 
ftrong  fan(5lions,  and  demonftrated 


^j\^itnefs  the  Poly  garni  a  triumph  at  rix^  pub- 
lifhed  in  London^  under  the  name  of  T'heophilas 
Jlletheus  ;  and  another  diiiertation  on  the  fime 
lubjeft,  laid  to  be  written  by  a  Lord  Chancel¬ 
lor  of  England :  a  man  ot  as  much  fagacity  and 
as  fine  parts,  perhaps,  as  any  that  ever  prelided 
in  a  court  of  equity.  To  fay  nothing  of  the  de- 
cifion  of  a  chriftian  biihop  of  no  mean  talents 
upon  this  point;  and  the  known  outcry  of 
Deifts  andFree-thinkers,  upon  this  head ;  which 
nobody  who  hath  been  any  w'ay  converfant 
with  them,  can  be  a  llranger  to. 


with 
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I  with  as  much,  perhaps  more  evidence, 
from  the  reafon  and  nature  of  things, 
jthan  any  other  whatfoever.Nay,  morej 
complaining  of  the  abridgment  of 
their  natural  rights  by  the  prohibition 
of  Polygamy,  at  the  fame  time  that 
they  were  ftretching  them  beyond  all 
the  bounds  of  fit  zn^jufiy  to  the  in¬ 
finite  prejudice  and  difadvantage  of 
fociety,  and  the  notorious  violation 
of  the  natural  rights  of  mankind. 

And  here  I  muft  beg  leave  to  put 
a  plain  queftion  to  thefe  men  of  fupe- 
rior  talents,  as  a  late  writer  had  fre¬ 
quent  occafion  to  do  in  another  work  ||, 
( and  I  hope  will  foon  have  again  j. 
Do  they  know  that  Polygamy  is  a 
notorious  violation  of  the  law  of  na¬ 
ture  ?  if  they  do  know  this,  and  yet 
plead  for  that  violation,  how  fhock- 


II  Revelation  Examined, 
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ing  muft  this  condu<5t  be  to  every 
man  of  candour  and  honefty  ?  if  they 
do  not  know  it,  can  the  laws  of  na¬ 
ture  be  felf-evident  ?  and  in  confe- 
quence  of  that  felf-evidence,  be  fuffi- 
cient  rules  to  all  mankind,  to  diredt 
them  (at  all  times,  in  all  places,  and 
in  all  circumftances),  in  all  the  duties 
they  owe  to  God  and  Man  ?  Can  thofe 
laws  be  felf-evident,  which  have  hi¬ 
therto  been  a  fecret  to  men  of  fo  much 
fagacity  ?Can Polygamy  be  a  notorious 
violation  of  the  law  of  nature,  and 
yet  all  mankind  be  ignorant  of  that 
violation,  till  the  coming  of 
Chrift  ?  How  came  it  to  pafs,  that 
fo  young  and  fo  uneducated  a  man  as 
‘Jefiis  Chvip  fliould  fee  the  iniquity  of 
this  practice,  and  condemn  it,  when 
fo  great  a  genius  as  Socrates  was  ut¬ 
terly  ignorant  of  it  ?  for  otherwife,  I 
am  confident,  he  never  would  have 
committed  it  himfelf,  as  he  un¬ 
doubtedly  did  :  And  when  fo 

wife 
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wife  a  people  as  the  Chinefe^  uni- 
verfally  allow  and  pra^ife  it  at  this 
day  ? 

Now  that  Jefus  Chrifl  condemned 
it,  is  evident,  from  that  exprefs  decla¬ 
ration  in  the  xixth  of  St.  Matthe^^ 
that  Whofoever  putteth  aqzay  his 
and  marrieth  another ,  committeth 
adultery.  Novv  I  prefume,  that  no 
man  will  lay,  that  the  adultery  here 
committed,  conlilfeth  in  putting  a- 
way,  but  in  marrying  another. 

And  will  thefe  gentlemen  ftill  in¬ 
fill:,  that  the  laws  of  nature  are  felfi- 
evident,  and  obvious  to  the  meaneft 
capacity  ?  and  that  Jefus  Chrifi 
brought  no  light  into  the  world?  This 
I  am  lure  of,  the  credit  of  their  can¬ 
dour,  as  well  as  that  of  their  fuperior 
abilities,  is  greatly  concerned  that 
they  fliould  nor. 


But 
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But  Polygamy  will  be  found  ftili 
more  contrary  to  the  law  of  nature^ 
from  another  argument  5  and  that  is, 
the  natural  equality  of  defire,  which 
it  hath  pleafed  God  to  eftablifh  be¬ 
tween  the  fexes  of  the  human  fpecies, 
in  order  to  continue  and  endear  their 
commerce  ||  in  a  focial  union  of  affec¬ 
tion  and  intereffs,  and  in  a  manner 
very  different  from  that  of  all  other 
creatures  j  whofe  commerce  is  limit¬ 
ed  and  regulated  by  times  and  fea- 
fons.  Now,  if  this  defire  be  rightly 
and.  wifely  appointed  by  Almighty 
God,  it  certainly  hath  a  right  to  be 
gratified  3  in  Polygamy  it  can  only 
be  gratified  in  one  fex,  and  confe- 


II  affigneth  this  reafon,  among  others, 

for  the  reception  of  lingle  marriages  among 
chriftians^  that  the  vvife,  beftowing  herfelfin- 
tirely  on  the  husband,  may  receive  the  equal 
return  of  his  whole  heart  and  aileftion. 

quently, 
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quently,  the  other  fex  is  injured  in 
its  natural  right. 

I  fliould  be  glad  to  fee  all  the  in¬ 
fidel  fagacity  of  Jjia  and  Europe 
united  in  one  hardy  attempt  to  an- 
fwer  this  argument.  It  is  indeed  an 
argument  which  will  give  fome  room 
for  idle  wit,  and  loofe  ribaldry  5  but 
then,  it  is  wit  very  remote  from  wif- 
dom,  as  well  as  virtue  5  and  conle* 
quently,  fuch  as  muft  for  ever  be  ut¬ 
terly  defpicable,  in  all  rational  dif- 
quifitions  and  determinations  ||. 

An- 


II  If  the  predom  inance  of  defire  in  yome  men 
be  urged,  in  oppolition  to  this  way  of  reafon- 
ing,  I  muft  delire  thofe  that  urge  it,  to  reflet, 
how  eafily  that  pretence  is  overthrown,  by  re¬ 
torting  the  predominance  of  defire  in  fome  wo^ 
men  \  and  it  that  never  w^as,  or  can  be,  a  rea- 
fon,  why  one  woman  l]:iould  be  allowed  the 
ufe  of  feveral  men  ;  it  ne\«r  can  be  a  reafon, 
why  one  man  ftiould  be  indulged  in  a  com¬ 
merce  with  many  women.  Etpecially,  fince 
this  cannot  be  done  in  the  ordinary  courfe  of 

things. 
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Another  argument  againft  the 
abominable  pradice  of  Polygamy  is 
taken  from  the  deteftable  evils  of  So¬ 
domy  and  Eviration  5  one,  or  both 
which,  it  never  failech  to  draw  after 
it,  where- ever  it  cometh. 

A  number  of  females,  reftrained 
in  their  natural  rights,  are  not  to  be 
kept  within  the  bounds  prefcribed  by 
their  tyrants,  otherwife  than  by  keep¬ 
ers  envious  of  others,  and  incapable 
themfelves  of  oflFending  in  the  charge 
committed  to  them  :  From  hence 


things,  without  manifelt  injury  to  fome  other. 
Nam  uxor  content  a  cjl^  qua  hona  uno  viro  5 
qui  minus  njir  una  uxore  comentiis  Jkt  F  A  wife, 
if  fhe  is  a  good  woman,  is  content  with  one 
man  ;  and  why  ftiould  a  man  []if  he  is  a  good 
man^  not  be  content  w  ith  one  woman  ?  'Plant, 
Merc  at.  Aft  5.  Sc.  i.  v,  8.  It  is  plain  then, 
that  nothing  can  be  inferred  from  this  acciden¬ 
tal  predominance  of  defire  in  fome  individuals 
of  either  fex,  but  this ;  that  the  defires  of  both 
are,  in  the  main,  equal. 


proceed 
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proceed  chofe  raonftrous  mutilations 
of  great  numbers  of  unhappy  mor¬ 
tals,  in  the  manner  which  is  mofl: 
fliocking,  and  moft  injurious  to  hu¬ 
man  nature.  Nor  will  it,  I  believe, 
be  pretended,  that  this  infamous  prac¬ 
tice  deriv’d  its  origin  from  any  other 
fource,  than  that  of  Polygamy  5  tho’ 
other  caufes  (as  one  vice  begetteth  an* 
other)  have  continued  to  fupport  and 
propagate  it  in  the  world. 

And,  as  a  number  of  females,  re- 
ftrained  and  injured  in  their  natural 
rights,  introduced  the  infamous  prac¬ 
tice  of  Eviration  5  a  number  of  males, 
reftrained  and  injured  in  their  natural 
rights,  by  the  fame  infamous  prac¬ 
tice  of  Polygamy,  turned  the  inftinfis 
of  nature  out  of  their  proper  courfe, 
and  introduced  all  that  train  of  mon- 
flrous  and  deteftable  delires  and  bru¬ 
talities,  which  is  dreadful  even  to 
think  of,  much  more  to  mention  ; 
and  whoever  abhorreth  thefe  vile, 

D  thefe 
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thefe  hellifh  pradices,  muft  at  the 
fame  time  abominate  Polygamy,  the 
parent  of  them  j|. 

But  here  we  are  immediately  up¬ 
braided  with  the  facred  writeings,  and 
the  practice  of  the  patriarchs  and  pro¬ 
phets,  And  I  am  forry  to  fee  one 
gentleman,  whofe  talents  I  have  long 
honoured,  roundly  alfert,  in  his  let¬ 
ter  to  Dr.  Water landy  (p.  8  )  “  That 
“  we  mull  allow,  not  only  a  plura- 
“  lity  of  wives,  but  a  number  of 
“  concubines  into  the  bargain  ;  unlefs 
“  we  will  give  up  fome  part,  at  leaft, 
“  of  the  fcripcure,  and  condemn 


II  How  prodigioufly  the  deteftable  vice  of 
Sodomy  (1  might  add  too  Brutality)  prevails^ 
where-ever  Polygamy  is  allowed,  is  lufficiently 
known  to  all  who  have  been  any  way  conver- 
fant  in  the  accounts  we  have  of  the  great  em¬ 
pires  oiJJia:  nay,  we  are  told,  that  there  are 
public  Hews  for  xhis  abemhiation  in  the  great 
empire  of  China^  at  this  day  •  and  that  thofe 
of  Jafan  are  yet  more  corrupt. 


the 
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the  holy  patriarchs,  Ahraham^  I- 
“  faac,  and  ‘'Jacob  5  and,  above  all, 
“  the  man  after  God’s  own 

“  heart  ;  who  had  at  leaft  feven 
“  wives  and  ten  cor.cubines,  without 
“  ever  being  admoniflied  for  it  by 
“  any  of  the  prophets  3  or  cenfured 
“  by  any  of  the  facred  writers  :  fo 
“  that  here  he  (i.  e.  the  author  of 
“  Chrijiianhy  as  old  as  the  creation  ) 
“  will  probably  turn  your  own  rea- 
“  foning  upon  you  5  that  it  is  a  weak 
“  thing  of  you,  to  charge  the  law  of 
“  nature  as  not  ftrict  enough  ;  when 
“  your  own  Scripture  appears  to  be 
“  loofer.” 

N 

But  here  this  gentleman,  with 
great  fubmillion,  confoundeth  two 
very  different  things  :  he  faich.  That 
we  muft  allow  a  plurality  of  wives, 
or  give  up  fome  part  of  Scrip¬ 
ture,  and  condemn  the  patriarchs,  ^c. 
Pray,  may  we  not  condemn  the  pa¬ 
triarchs,  without  giving  up  fcripture  ? 

D  z  Mull 
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MLiH:  we  condemn  theScripcures,  either 
as  untrue  or  unholy,  becaufe  they  re¬ 
late  the  condudl  of  the  patriarchs,  in 
ail  the  limplicity  of  plain,  honeft 
truth  5  without  concealing  their  lead 
failure  or  infirmity  ?  What  if  the  patri¬ 
archs  did  violate  the  law  of  nature,  in 
the  bufinefs  of  Polygamy  5  mud  wc, 
for  that  rcafon,  give  up  the  Scriptures, 
which  tell  us  they  did  fo  ?  Was  ever 
fo  abfurd  a  dodlrine  as  this  advanced, 
in  an  age,  and  to  a  people,  of  un¬ 
common  learning  and  penetration  f 
the  Scriptures  then  are  finely  not  to 
be  given  up  as  untrue,  or  uninfpired, 
on  account  of  the  veracity  and  inte¬ 
grity  of  the  writers  5  and  therefore, 
condemning  the  patriarchs,  and  give- 
ing  up  the  Scriptures,  with  great  fub- 
miffion,  are  two  very  different  things. 

But  dill,  it  flrould  feem,  we  mud 
give  up  the  Scriptures  ;  bccaufe,  as 
this  gentleman  faith,  they  are  loofer 
than  the  law  of  nature.  Is  then  the 

lavv' 
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law  of  nature  loofe  ?  and  doth  it  allow 
Polygamy,  Concubinage,  or  any  o- 
ther  commerce  of  the  fexes,  than 
fuch  as  is  founded  upon  a  facred  and 
infeparable  union  of  one  man  with 
one  woman  ?  and  will  this  learned 
gentleman  take  upon  him  to  prove  it 
doth  ?  if  ever  he  undertakech  to  do 
this ,  and  publiHieth  his  attempt , 
(which  I  hope  he  will  not  for  his  own 
fake)  I  am  commiffioned  to  promife 
him  a  fpeedy  and,  a  full  confutation. 
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At  the  fame  time  that  I  fay  this, 
I  muft  do  this  learned  letter-writer 
the  juftice  to  own,  that  Mr.  Locke 
and  fome  others  have  thought  fo  far 
with  him,  as  to  declare  their  opinion, 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  marriage 
union  that  fhould  make  it  laft  longer 
than  till  the  ends  of  it,  'uizi.  the  pro¬ 
creation  and  education  of  children 
were  fully  anfwered. 


But 
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But  they  forget,  that  the  neceflary 
confequence  of  this  opinion  is,  that  it 
would  then  be  difloluble  almoft  at 
pleafure  :  firft,  When  there  were  no 
children  :  fecondly.  When  the  child, 
or  children,  were  dead :  and  thirdly. 
Whenever  a  proper  provifion  of  fu- 
ftenance  and  education  was  made,  or 
believed  to  be  made,  for  the  child,  ^ 
or  children  in  being  ;  and  laftly. 
When  conceptions  were  either  pre¬ 
vented  by  medicines,  or  fecretly  de- 
flroyed  by  forced  abortions,  ( a  prac¬ 
tice  common  in  many  parts  of  the 
Eaft)  to  leave  one  of  the  parties  at  li¬ 
berty  ;  in  one  word,  the  neceflary 
confequence  of  this  principle  mufl:  be 
the  introdudlion  of  infinite  murders, 
and  univerfal  licentioufnefs  among 
mankind. 

But  to  proceed  - -  I  fhould  be 

glad  to  know  what  this  learned  gen¬ 
tleman  meaneth,  by  calling  the  Scrip¬ 
tures 
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tures  loofer  than  the  law  of  nature. 
Do  they  give  any  countenance  or  en¬ 
couragement  to  Polygamy,  or  incon¬ 
tinence  of  any  kind  ?  are  there  any 
precepts  or  licenfes  upon  this  head,  to 
be  found  in  them  ?  if  there  be,  fhew 
them  to  us  3  and  we  are  fatisfied  :  if 
there  be  not,  how  groundlefs,  how 
unjuft,  is.  this  cenfure  ■ 

All  then  that  can  be  inferred 
from  this  praifice  of  the  patriarchs  and 
prophets,  to  the  difadvantage  of  the 
feriptures,  is  this  3  that  God  Almigh¬ 
ty  did  not  think  fit  to  reveal  his  will, 
as  clearly  and  fully  upon  this  bead, 
either  before,  or  under  the  difpenfation 
of  the  Old  teftament,  as  under  that  of 
the  New  3  or,  having  revealed  it,  fuf- 
fered  that  revelation  to  be  loft,  or  ob- 
feured,  either  by  the  negligence,  or 
by  the  corrupt  glofles  and  comments 
of  idle  and  wicked  men.  And  will 
any  man  of  candour  and  confidera- 
tion  fay,  that  God  is  obliged  to  pre- 
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vent  fuch  corruptions  ?  or,  that  he  is 
obliged  to  reveal  his  u'ill  equally  at 
all  times,  and  in  all  places,  to  all 
mankind?  This  evil  doftrine  is  now, 

I  hope,  fufficiently  exploded  5  at  leaft,. 
I  am  fure,  it  is  fufficiently  ||  confuted. 
Or,  if  others  can  have  a  right  to  an 
exprefs  revelation  from  God,  on  this 
head  5  yet  furely  they,  of  all  mankind, 
w'ill  make  no  luch  claim,  who  pretend, 
that  God  Almighty  hath  already  re¬ 
vealed  all  that  he  could  reveal  to 
mankind  5  by  the  foie  light  of  nature : 
and  therefore,  ifthefilence  or  obfeurity 
of  the  law  ot  nature  upon  this  head, 
till  the  coming  of  Jefus  Chrift^  be  no 
proof  that  it  did  not  come  from  God  5 
neither  can  the  filence  or  obfeurity  of 
the  Mofak  law,  be  any  proof  that 
JMofes  was  not  divinely  infpired. 


II  See  this  pernicious  doftrine,  together  with 
many  others  oflike  tendency,  clearly  and  fully 
confuted  in  LeJand's  learned  and  excellent 
^nfwer  to  Chrijiiamty  as  old  as  the  creatkn. 


It 
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It  is  undoubtedly  too  arduous  and 
prefumptuous  a  province,  to  take  up¬ 
on  us,  to  pronounce  upon  the  reafons 
of  the  divine  condudt,  in  any  particu¬ 
lar  inftance  5  and  yet,  one  reafon, 
why  God  left  the  bufinefs  of  Polyga¬ 
my  in  obfcurity,  feemeth  fo  very 
plain,  in  the  cafe  before  us,  that  I  will 
venture  to  appeal  even  to  our  adver- 
faries  themfelves,  (if  they  be  true  De- 
ifts)  for  the  evidence  of  it. 

I  F  they  be  true  Deifts,  they  will 
not  deny  the  divine  prefcience  5  but 
muft  admit,  that  the  condition  and 
circumftances  of  all  times  are  equally 
prefent  to  infinite  wifdom  :  and  if  fo 
then  God  certainly  forelaw,  that  there 
would  be  a  time,  wherein  the  Scrip¬ 
tures  would  be  exploded  by  a  certain 
fet  of  men,  and  the  fufficiency  and 
felf-evidence  of  the  law  of  nature  fee 
up  and  afierted,  in  oppofition  to 
them  3  and  that  this  vaunt  could  ne¬ 
ver 
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ver  be  more  etFeiftually  confuted, 
than  by  demonftrating,  that  the  ve¬ 
ry  affertors  of  the  fufficiency  and  felf- 
evidence  of  the  law  of  nature^  were 
grofly  ignorant  of  one  of  its  moft  im¬ 
portant  branches  3  and  proved  them- 
felves  to  be  fo,  by  arguing  and  write- 
ing  profeffedly  and  zealoufly  againft 
it :  and  that  this  is  exailly  the  cafe  of 
the  defenders  and  afferters  of  Polyga¬ 
my,  is,  I  hope,  by  this  time  paft  all 
doubt. 

But  this  is  not  all;  God  Almigh¬ 
ty  forefaw,  that  thefe  very  men  would 
affert  the  obfcurity,  the  uncertainty, 
the  infufficiency,  and  even  the  im- 
poflibility,  of  a  written  revelation  5 
and  that  the  fure  and  only  way  of  in- 
ftrudlifig  mankind,  was,  from  the  rea- 
fon  and  nature  of  things,  laid  plainly 
before  them.  Now,  ihis^  God  Al¬ 
mighty  had  done  as  plainly,  as  clear¬ 
ly,  and  as  fully,  in  the  bulinefs  of 
Poly  gamy,  as  it  is  poffiblej  and  yet, 

almoft 
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almoft  all  mankind,  the  very  wifefl: 
and  beft  of  them,  in  almoft  all  ages 
and  countries,  have  miftaken  this  in- 
ftrutftion  5  and  a(5ted  dired:ly  againft 
it  for  four  thoufand  years  j  and  were 
never  corredlcd  in  this  errour,  but  by 
a  new  and  exprefs  revelation.  Is  not 
the  confequence  then  clear  and  co¬ 
gent,  that  inftru(ftion  by  the  nature 
and  conftitution  of  things,  is  not  fuffi- 
cient  5  and  that  a  new  and  exprefs 
revelation  from  God  may,  on  fome 
occafions,  be  abfolutely  neceflary  to 
the  guidance  of  his  creatures  ? 


RE- 
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Dissertation  III. 

H  E  evidence  arifing  from 
the  nature  of  things,  to 
prove  Polygamy  a  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  law  of  nature, 
hath  already  been  fufficiently  fet  forth: 
the  difcountenance  given  to  it  in  the 
fcriptures  of  theOld  teftament,  cometh 
next  to  be  confidered.  For  that  it  is 

ftrongly, 
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flrongly,  varioufly,  and  repeatedly 
difcountenanced  in  them,  I  hope,  I 
fliall  foon  evince. 

First  then,  I  lay  down  this  as  a 
poftulatum,  or  plain  propofition  of 
undoubted  truth;  that  all  thofe parts 
of  the  Scripture  which  recommend,  or 
enjoin,  the  infeparable  union  of  one 
man  with  one  woman,  do  fo  far  dif~ 
countenance,  and  prohibit  'Polygamy. 

This  being  taken  for  granted,  I 
proceed  to  enumerate  thofe  paflages, 
which  thus  alfert,  or  encourage  the 
union  of  one  man  with  one  woman. 

And  firfl,  the  Scriptures  inform  us, 
that  God  in  the  beginning  created  one 
man  and  one  woman  ;  and  no  more. 
And  if  this  aft  be  not  thought  a  fuffi- 
cient  document  to  all  mankind,  upon 
the  bufinefs  of  marriage,  as  it  un¬ 
doubtedly  was,  and  is ;  yet,  furely 
his  own  declaration,  fubfequent  to  it, 

was 
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was  fufficiently  inftruiflive  j  For  this 
caufe  Jhall  a  man  leave  his  father 
and  mother^  and  cleave  to  his  wife 
(not  to  his  wives)  5  and  they^  ( or  as 
our  Saviour  explaineth  it,  they  twain) 
Jhall  he  one  PP  3  not  they  three, 
they  four,  they  jive,  &:c.  which 
would  be  a  monftrous  pofition  j 
but  they  twain,  fhall  be  one  flefh. 
And  this  argument  with  fevera!  others, 
TertulUan  urgeth  with  great  force,  in 
his  treatife  de  Monogamia,  c.  iv.  |j 


|j  All  the  antient  Rabbins,  and  all  the  learn¬ 
ed  men  among  the  at  this  day  maintain, 

that  marriage  makes  man  and  wife  one  perfon : 
and  that  fo  ftri6lly,  that  if  a  woman  be  divorced 
Irom  one  husband,  and  married  to  another, 
the  firfl;  husband  is  prohibited  from  marrying 
the  near  relations  of  the  fecond.  (  As  if  the 
perfonality  ^with  the  firft  ftill  fublifted,  con¬ 
jointly  with  the  perfonality  with  the  fecond) 
Sdd.  t/x»  Hebr.  1.  i.  c.  3.  Is  it  not  a  clear  con- 
fequence  from  hence,  that  there  is  even  upon 
their  principles,  fome thing  fo  binding  and  fo 
facred  in  this  union,  that  no  fubfequent  en¬ 
gagement  can  abfolutely  diflblve  it  ?  for  other- 
wile,  How  could  it  afteft  the  firfl:  husband  in 
a  fecond  marriage  ? 


Again  j 
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Again  ;  Mofes  took  care  to  tell 
us,  that  Polygamy  began  in  the  ac- 
curfed  family  of  Cain  5  and  that 
Lamech,  the  author  of  it,  was  a  mur¬ 
derer,  and  a  greater  villain  even  than 
Cain  :  and  that  the  Polygamy  of  the 
fons  of  Set/j,  with  the  daughters  of 
Gj/'k,  introduced  univerfal  corruption 
into  the  world.  (See  this  matter  more 
fully  difcufled  in  Rev.  Examin’d,  See, 
Vol.  I.  and  3d  Edit.  p.  167, 

And  what  could  more  fully,  or  more 
clearly  imply  the  evil  and  iniquity 
of  Polygamy,  than  this  account  of  its 
origin,  increafe,  and  effe(5ls  ? 

Again  5  At  the  deluge,  righteous 
2^oab  and  his  one  wife  is  faved,  and 
his  three  fons  with  each  their  fingle 
wife  5  and  this  at  a  time,  when  God 
,  is  reprefented  as  uncommonly  felici¬ 
tous  to  have  the  race  of  mankind 
multiplied  upon  the  earth,  and  pro¬ 
nouncing  repeated  ble/Gngs  upon 

them, 
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them,  to  that  purpofe.  And  was  Po¬ 
lygamy  the  beft  way  of  multiplying 
mankind  ?  And  did  God  Almighty 
not  know  it  ?  Or  was  he  unable  to 
fave  more  women  for  Noah,  and  his 
fons  ?  Can  the  nature  and  reafon  of 
things  contain  a  ftronger  prohibition 
of  Polygamy,  than  this? 

.  Proceed  we  next,  from  the  Htf- 
tory  to  the  Law  of  Mofea. 

I T  is  agreed,  that  the  high-priefl: 
among  the  Jews  could  only  be  the 
husband  of  one  wife  5  nor  could  he 
fo  much  as  divorce  her  :  (as  Jofephus 
giveth  us  plainly  to  underfland,  1.  iii. 
xi-c.  12.)  This  wife  was  to  le  a  mr- 
gin,  &.C.  and  the  reafon  is  annexed, 
becaufe  he  was  confecrated  to  God  : 
And  were  not  the  whole  people  of 
the  Jews  the  people  of  God  ?  May  we 
not  infer  from  hence.  That  Polygamy 
and  Divorces  were  unacceptable  to 
God  ?  And  that  the  holier  any  perfon 
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is,  the  more  is  he  obliged  to  abftain 
from  thcfe  practices  ?  And  if  there 
be  any  degree  of  holinefs  or  purity  in 
abftaining  from  Polygamy,  Is  it  not 
a  necelfary  confcquence,  that  Polyga¬ 
my  is  in  fome  degree  a  pollution  ? 

Again  j  A  woman  that  was  di¬ 
vorced,  could  not  be  re-married  to 
the  fame  husband,  when  divorced  by 
the  fecond  ;  and  the  reafon  of  this 
prohibition  is,  the  pollution  of  her 
fecond  marriage  5  the  words  of  the 
law  are  thefe  5  Her  former  husband,  Beat.  3^. 
mohich  Cent  her  away,  may  not  take 
her  again,  to  he  his  wife ;  after  that 
pe  is  defiled.  Is  it  not  plainly  im¬ 
plied  in  thefe  words,  That  a  marriage 
to  a  fecond  husband,  during  the  life 
of  the  firft,  is  a  defilement  ?  And  if 
the  wife  be  defiled,  by  a  commerce 
with  another  man,  after  divorce.  Is 
not  the  husband,  by  a  parity  of  rea¬ 
fon,  defiled,  by  a  commerce  with  an¬ 
other  w'oman  ?  And  is  not  this  a  plain 

E  pfo- 
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prohibition  of  Polygamy,  as  a  de¬ 
filement  ?  And  a  plain  foundation  for 
that  declaration  of  our  Saviour’s, 
above- cited  5  that  he  that  putteth 
a'way  his  qziife,  and  marneth  another ^ 
committeth  adultery  ? 


But  what  putteth  this  matter,  to 
my  apprehenfion,  paft  all  manner  of 
doubt,  is,  the  precept  in  relation  to 
the  marriage  of  a  flave  betrothed  by 
a  father  to  his  fon  5  whilft  he  is  yet 
in  his  father’s  houfe  :  as  you  may 
read  it  in  the  2 1  fl:  chapter  of  Exodus, 
at  the  9th  and  i  oth  verfes ;  And  if 
he  have  betrothed  her  unto  his  fon, 
he  JJeall  deal  with  her  after  the  man¬ 
ner  of  daughters  5  if  he  take  him  an¬ 
other  wife,  her  food,  her  raiment, 
and  her  duty  of  marriage  floall  he  not 
dminifje.  Here  it  is  evident,  that  a 
fecond  wife  is  to  be  taken,  only  upon 
conditions  ( in  the  ordinary  courfe  of 
things,  and  by  the  generality  ofraen) 
impofiible  to  be  fulfilled  :  and  con- 

fcquently, 
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fequently,  this  conditional  permiflion 
(if  the  words  could  amount  to  a  per- 
miffion,  which  they  certainly  do  not) 
is  equal  to  an  abiblute  prohibition  j 
according  to  that  undoubted  axiom 
of  the  fchools,  Si  conditio  Jit  impo^Ji- 
hilts,  See.  i.  e.  If  the  condition  be 
impoffible,  an  hypothetic  propofition 
is  equivalent  to  a  plain,  categoric, 
unconditional  negative. 

If  it  be  objedled,  that  an  impoC* 
fible  fuppofition  is  nugatory  5  I  an- 
fwer,  that  it  is  not  5  but  frequently 
ufed  in  the  Scriptures ,  with  great 
beauty  and  energy.  For  example. 
If  you  can  break  my  covenant  of  the 
day,  and  my  covenant  of  the  night  5 
then  may  alfo  my  covenant  he  broken 
(with  David,  &c. 

A  N  D  if  this  be  the  treatment  due 
to  a  betrothed  bond -woman  ;  no 
will  fay,  that  any  thing  worfe 

E  2  than 
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than  this,  was  due  to  a  betrothed  free- 
woman. 

But  if  this  comment  be  objedied 
to,  in  this  light,  let  it  be  confidered 
in  another  j  it  is  evident,  from  thcfe 
words  of  Mofes^  that  there  is  a  duty 
of  marriage  to  which  the  firft  wife 
hath  a  right  5  and  it  is  as  plain,  that 
flie  may  be  wronged  of  this  duty,  by 
her  husband’s  taking  a  fccond  wife  5 
What  then  is  the  intention  of  this 
jrecept,  but  to  prohibit  that  wrong  ? 
der  duty  of  marriage,  faith  Mops, 
fhall  hot  be  diminifhed  by  a  fecond 
marriage.  Bur,  in  fa6t,  it  is  dimi- 
niflied  by  a  fecond  marriage  ;  and 
more  by  a  third,  and  more  yet  by  a 
fourth,  and  fo  on  ;  Is  it  not  plain 
then,  that  Mofes's  view  in  this  pre¬ 
cept  was,  to  prohibit  fecond,  third, 
and  fourth  marriages,  in  conjunefiion 
with  the  firft  ? 


Now, 
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Now,  the  Rabbinical  decifion  up¬ 
on  the  point  ftandeth  thus.  If  a  man 
have  but  one  wife,  he  is  indeed 
bound  to  have  marital  commerce 
with  her,  at  leaft,  once  a  week  :  but 
if  he  take  a  fecond,  he  is  obliged  to 
have  commerce  with  the  firft,  only 
once  a  fortnight  :  and  if  he  take  a 

C/ 

fourth,  he  is  obliged  to  have  com¬ 
merce  with  the  firfl:,  but  once  a 
month,  and  fo  on  -f- ;  Is  not  then  her 
duty  of  marriage  diminifhed  i  And 
is  not  this  Rabbinical  decifion  in  di- 
re(5t  contradidtion  to  the  Mofak  pre¬ 
cept  ? 

Now,  how  is  this  very  plain  point 
evaded  ?  Why  thus  5  the  husband, 
fay  they,  is  to  pay  the  marital  debt||  5 
but  then  it  muft  be  paid  rateably  to 


Seld.  Ux.  Hebr.  1.  iii.  c.  6. 
II  Ibid. 
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all  his  creditors.  Let  us  fee  how  this 
will  bear  the  teft  of  common  fenfe  : 
A  man  oweth  me  four  hundred 
pounds  by  a  prior  bond  j  Is  he  ac- 
auitted  of  this  obligation,  by  paying 
me  only  one  hundred,  and  diftribute- 
ing  the  other  three,  among  three  other 
fubfequent  creditors,  and  for  the  dif- 
charge  of  debts  which  he  was  under 
no  neceffity  of  contradling  ?  The 
marriage  duty  ( which  is  a  debt )  to 
the  firft  wife  Ihall  not  be  diminifh’d, 
faith  Mofes,  by  the  afliimption  of  a 
fecond.  It  may  juftly  be  diminifh’d 
to  one  half,  to  one  third,  to  one 
fourth,  to  one  hundredth,  fay  the 
Rabbins.  If  this  be  not  to  make  the 
law  of  God  of  none  efFe<5l,  by  their 
traditions,  what  is  ? 

But  here  it  may  be  asked  5  Is  not 
Polygamy  fuppofed  in  the  law  of 
Mofes  f 
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I  anfwer,  that  it  is  ;  and  fo  is 
inceft,  murder,  and  adultery  fup- 
pofed  ;  and  methods  of  punifliment 
and  prevention  prefcribed :  but,  fure- 
ly,  no  man  will  fay  that  they  are, 
for  that  reafon,  licenfed !  on  iuppo- 
fition  that  a  man  hath  a  fecond  wife, 
there  are  certain  rules  of  humanity 
and  good  treatment  to  both,prefcrib’d ; 
which  he  is  not  to  tranfgrefs  :  but 
certainly,  fuch  limitations  and  re- 
ftraints  arc  far  from  being  encourage¬ 
ments  to  a  pradice,  which  Mofes  had 
evidently  in  his  view  to  difcourage, 
as  much  as  ever  he  could. 

The  world  was  now  over-run 
with  this  evil  pradice  j  and  doubt- 
lels  many  of  the  Ifiaelltes  had,  at 
this  time,  a  plurality  of  wives ;  And 
was  it  not  necelTary,  that  fome  regu¬ 
lations  fhould  be  laid  down  concern¬ 
ing  them  ?  But  furely,  fuch  regula¬ 
tions  cannot,  with  any  degree  of 

E  4  common 


\ 


5^ 


Reflections  on 

common  fenfe,  be  conflmed  into  a 
permiflion  or  licence  of  the  pradlice 
fo  regulated  jj. 

Add  to  all  this,  that  Mofes  had 
to  do  with  a  fenfual  and  obftinate 
people  5  and  if  God  thought  it  proper 
to  difcountenance  this  pra(51:ice,  by  in¬ 
direct  and  confequential  prohibitions, 
added  to  the  hiftory  of  the  evils  de¬ 
rived  from  it,  upon  the  antediluvian 
world,  and  the  authority  of  his  own 
conduct,  at  the  creation,  and  the  de¬ 
luge  ;  I  fay,  if  God  thought  fit  to 
take  this  method  of  repreffing  this 


I 


II  Oneofthefe  regulations  is  that  of  Dent. 
xxi.  15,  165  17.  where  it  is  ordered,  that  if  a 
man  have  two  wdves,  one  beloved,  and  the 
other  hated  ;  the  fon  of  the  beloved,  being 
younger,  ihall  not  be  made  heir,  in  preference 
to  the  fon  of  the  hated,  being  elder.  Where 
it  is  obfervable,  that  one  expreffion  in  this  pat- 
fa  ge,  If  the  frji’-horn  he  her  s  that  was  bated^ 
makes  this  law  appear  rather  to  be  underftood 
ot  the  children  ot  two  fucceffive  w  ives. 


prac- 
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pradice,  rather  than  the  other,  of 
more  exprefs  and  abfolute  prohibi¬ 
tions  ;  I  can  eafily  fubmit  my  fur- 
mifes,  to  the  fecret  reafons  of  his  infi¬ 
nite  wifdom.  My  intention  is  only 
to  fliew,  that  we  are  not  bound  to 
give  up  the  Scriprures,  either  as  falfe, 
fallacious,  or  uninfpired,  on  account 
of  any  licence  given  to  this  pradice, 
from  their  authority. 


RE- 
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Dissertation  IV. 

Proceed  in  the  next  place, 
to  confider  the  encourage¬ 
ment  fuppofed  to  be  given 
to  Polygamy,  and  Con¬ 
cubinage,  by  the  example  of  the 
patriarchs. 


The 
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i 

i 

I  The  cafe  of  Ahraham  is  well 
[  known.  He  was  long  married  to  a 
I  barren  woman;  defirous  indeed  of 
:  children,  but  without  the  leaf!:  defire, 

!  that  appeareth,  of  obtaining  them  ei¬ 
ther  by  Concubinage,  or  Polygamy j 
till,  at  the  earneft  intreaty  of  Sarai 
his  wife  (and  that  too  when  fhe  her- 
felf  was,  by  the  courfe  of  nature,  paft 
the  power  of  child-bearing)  he  took 
Hagar,  her  handmaid,  to  wife  alfo  ; 
and  by  her  had  one  fon.  He  took 
her  at  his  wdfe’s  earneft  intreaty 
(Gen.  xvi.)  and  immediately  difcharg- 
ed  her  again,  as  foon  as  (lie  defired 
it  f. 

God  had  promifed  Ahraham  a 
numerous  ilTue  ;  Sarai  was  barren 

and  ‘ 


And  when  we  find  God  confirming  this 
dehre  of  Sarai’ s,  by  his  command,  (Gen.  xxi. 
12.)  what  lefs  can  we  infer  from  it,  than  that 

husbands 


6o 


Reflections  on 

and  fuperannuate ;  a  child  by  her 
flave  would  be  her  property  ||. 

Go  d’s  promife  to  Abraham  mufl: 
be  made  good  :  this  was  the  only 
natural  and  probable  way,  in  which 
it  could  be  made  good  5  fhe  only  had 
a  right  to  her  husband  5  flic  defireth 
to  transfer  that  right  5  and  it  was 
transferred  no  longer  than  flie  defired 
it.  I  will  not  take  upon  me,  ftridly 


husbands  have  no  right  to  impofe,  or  to  con¬ 
tinue,  a  fecond  wife,  in  oppofition  to  the  will 
ofthefirtt? 

(I  The  cafe  is  the  fame,  at  this  day,  among 
the  Chinefe.  “  Tfjey  are  allowed  but  one  wife, 
“  (faith  le  Comte)  but  may  have  as  many  con- 
“  cubines,  as  they  pleafe  ;  and  all  the  chil- 
“  dren  have  an  equal  claim  to  the  eftate  ;  be- 
“  caufe  they  are  reckoned  the  wife’s  children, 
“  and  call  her  mother;  being  the  foie  miftrefs 
“  of  the  houfe  ;  and  the  concubines,  her  fer- 
“  vants.”  Harris’s,  Colledion  of  Travels,,  Vol, 
ii.  p.  516. 

And  Navarette  tells  us,  that  “  when  the 
“  fall  wife  hath  no  children,  fae  herfelf  courts 
“  the  husband  to  take  a  concubine.”  Chur¬ 
chill’s  Collection  of  Voyages.  V  ol.  i.  p.  66. 
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to  juftify  this  condud ;  if  we  are  to 
fpeak  to  this  point  as  chriftians,  Sarai 
muft  be  owned  guilty  of  a  wrong 
j  defire  5  and  Abraham  criminal,  in 
complying  with  it :  (and  each  of  them 
had  very  loon  realbn  to  repent)  5  but 
this  I  will  fay,  that  Polygamy  cannot 
derive  any  advantage,  or  encourage¬ 
ment  from  this  example  5  and  yet, 
this  is  the  only  imputation  of  licen- 
tioufnefs,  that  refteth  upon  the  cha- 
rader  of  Abraham. 

And  as  for  his  fon  Ifaac,  tho’  he 
alfo  be  lumpd  in  to  aggravate  the 
charge  of  Polygamy  and  Licentiouf- 
nefs  upon  the  patriarchs,  his  charac¬ 
ter  is  abfolutely  clear  of  all  imputa¬ 
tion  upon  this  head  5  and ,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  it  will  not  be  eafy 
to  fix  any  imputation  upon  him,  on 
any  other. 

Jacob’s  cafe  is  next  to  be 
confidered.  He  ferved  painfully  and 

faith- 
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faithfully  for  one  wife,  and  another 
is  impofed  upon  him  5  not  only  with¬ 
out  his  confent,  but  evidently  againft 
it.  What  was  he  to  do  in  this  exi¬ 
gency  ?  He  could  not  repudiate  this 
wifej  neither  her  father,  nor  the  laws 
of  the  country,  would  bear  it ;  and 
if  he  could  repudiate  her,  there  would 
be  fome  cruelty  in  doing  it,  to  a  wo¬ 
man,  who  was  perhaps  innocent  in 
this  matter  5  or  at  worft,  was  cri¬ 
minal,  only  in  obedience  to  a  father’s 
authority.  Was  he  in  this  cafe  to 
forego  his  undoubted  right  to  another 
woriaan,  to  whom  he  was  married 
before  God  ?  Or  could  he  do  it  ?  And 
was  Are  to  forego  her  undoubted 
right  to  him,  for  another’s  fraud  ? 
Or  could  fhe  do^  it  ?  Let  any  man 
confider  this  cafe  candidly,  and  if  he 
can  derive  any  argument  from  it,  in 
favour  of  Polygamy,  I  will  readily 
allow  him  infinitely  more  penetration, 
than  I  fhall  ever  pretend  to. 


But 
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But  Jacob  IS  ch^r^cs^lc  witH 
Concubinage,  as  well  as  Polygamy. 
I  own  he  is  5  but  yet  only  at  the  in- 
ftance  and  earneft  intreaty  of  his  wives, 
(Ge«.  XXX.)  influenced  by  emulation 
and  jealoufy,  (and  partly  too  by  bar- 
rennefs)  to  the  fame  earneft  defire  of 
children,  which  fwayed  before  ||. 
And  if  this  example  be  pleaded  in 
favour  of  licencioufnefs,  let  it  be 
pleaded  fairly,  and  as  it  ought  j  and 
I  am  of  opinion,  that  very  little  cor¬ 
ruption  will  be  introduced  into  the 
world,  by  it.  Let  no  man  take  more 
than  one  wife,  otherwife  than  thro’ 
fraud  and  force  5  nor  ever  meddle 


II  Here  we  fee  how  one  vice  drawTth  others 
after  it  j  one  would  little  expeft  to  fee  Poly¬ 
gamy  the  parent  of  Concubinage  :  and  yet  it 
evidently  was  fo,  in  this  inftance  ;  and,  I  be- 
lieve^  is  fo,  in  many  others,  at  this  day. 
Envy  wdll  make  people  part  with  even  their 
own  gratifications,  fo  it  can  debar  another,  at 
the  fune  time. 


with 
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with  any  other  woman,  except  at  his 
wife’s  carneft  intreaty  j  and,  I  am 
pretty  confident,  the  world  will  ne¬ 
ver  be  over-run  either  with  Polyga¬ 
my,  or  Concubinage. 

Besides  all  this,  let  me  defire  all 
candid  readers,  calmly  and  impar¬ 
tially  to  confider  Mofes’s  account  of 
the  felicity  derived  to  Ahraham  and 
Jacob,  from  this  plurality  of  wives ; 
and  ask  their  own  conlciences.  Whe¬ 
ther  their  condidon  be  painted  out,  as 
luxurious  and  delicious,  upon  this 
fcore ;  or  rather,  as  vexatious  and 
difcjuieted,  from  the  endlefs  conten¬ 
tion,  jealoufy,  and  envy,  of  their  af* 
fociates?  And  confequcntly,  W'hether 
thefe  examples  were  fet  forth  by  A/o- 
fes,  more  to  encourage  Polygamy,  or 
to  difcourage  it  ? 

I  know  no  example,  that  is  not 
capable  of  being  abufed  and  mifap- 
plied,  that  of  the  Son  of  God  himfelf 

was 
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was  fo  ;  and  I  am  verily  perfuaded, 
that  his  exarhple  might,  with  almoft 
as  little  guilt,  be  pleaded  for  intem¬ 
perance,  as  the  examples  of  Ahraham 
and  Jacob ^  licentioufnefs.  Nor 

do  I  believe,  that  any  man  ever  yet 
pleaded  thele  examples,  for  the  indul¬ 
gence  of  corrupt  appetites,  who  would 
not  as  fully  have  indulged  thofe  appe¬ 
tites,  if  no  fuch  examples  had  ever 
been  heard  of.  And  therefore,  with 
great  deference  to  the  fuperior  faga- 
city  of  the  learned  letter- writer  above- 
cited,  I  am  humbly  of  opinion,  that 
no  conclufion  can  be  drawn,  to  the 
difad  vantage  of  the  writeings  o^Mofes, 
from  any  encouragement  given  to 
Polygamy,  or  incontinence  of  any 
kind,  either  from  the  precepts  of  his 
laws,  or  the  examples  recorded  in  his 
hiftory  j  but  quite  the  contrary. 

But  here  we  are  prelfed  by  the 
contrary  decifion  ( as  it  is  faid )  of  an 
eminent  bifhop,  and  feemhgly  well 

F  at- 
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attefted  His  words  are  thefe, 
“  Yea,  Polygamy  was  made,  in 
fome  cafes,  a  duty  by  Mofess  law  j 
“  when  any  died  without  iflue,  his 
“  brother,  or  neareft  kinfman,  was 
“  to  marry  his  wife,  for  railing  up 
“  feed  to  him  5  and  all  were  obliged 
“  to  obey  this,  under  the  hazard  of 
“  infamy,  if  they  refufed  5  neither  is 
“  there  any  exceptions  made  for  fuch 
“  as  were  married  :  from  whence  I 
‘‘  may  faithfully  conclude,  that  what 
“  God  made  necelfary  in  fome  cafes, 
“  to  any  degree,  can  in  no  cafe  be 
finful  in  itfelf  5  fince  God  is  holy  in 
“  all  his  ways.  And  thus  far  it  ap- 
“  pears,  that  Polygamy  is  not  con- 
“  trary  to  the  law  and  nature  of 
“  marriage.” 

Now  the  learned  prelate’s  reafons 
for  his  judgment  in  this  point,  appear 


'I'  See  remarks  upon  billiop  Burnet’s  hiftory 
by  B.  Higgoas,  p.  237. 
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to  be,  firft,  becau(e  the  law  of  mar¬ 
rying  the  deceafed  brother’s  widow, 
obliged  all  brothers,  upon  pain  of  in¬ 
famy  :  and  fecondly,  becaufe  there 
were  no  exceptions  made  for  fuch 
brothers  as  were  married. 

No  w  ,fuppoling  thefe,  two  diftindl 
reafons,  or  intended  as  fuch,  by  the 
bifhop,  or  not  intended  5  it  is  evi¬ 
dent  however,  that  if  there  are  any 
necelTary  exceptions  to  this  law,  they 
muft  be  admitted,  tho’ not  expreffedj 
and  that  there  are  many  fuch,  the 
'Je^s  thcmfelvesbear  me  witnefs ;  for 
example,  where  the  deceafed  brother’s 
marriage  was  inceftuous  3  where  he 
had  any  child  that  furvived  him,  even 
for  a  few  days  5  where  the  furviving 
brother  was  fuperannuate,  or  an  eu¬ 
nuch,  c^c.  In  thefe  and  many  other 
cafes,  recounted  at  large  by  SeJden  ||, 


II  See  Bafnages  Hiftory  of  the  ^ews.  1.  v. 

C»  X 
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{Uxor.  Hehr,  1.  i.  c,  i  z.)  k  is  agreed 
by  the  dodlors,  that  this  law 

was  not  obligatory  upon  the  furviving 
brother.  There  are  then  exceptions 
to  this,  as  there  are  to  all  other  gene- 
ral  laws  in  the  world. 

I N  the  next  place,  I  take  it  for 
granted,  that  the  laws  of  God  are  not 
contradidions  to  one  another  3  and 
confequently,  that  this  law  was  never 
intended  to  oblige,  in  contradidlion 
to  any  other  law,  prohibiting  fuch  a 
marriage  :  for  example,  I  rake  it  for 
granted,  that  this  law  was  not  in¬ 
tended  in  contradiction  to  the  law  of 
Levit.  xviii.  i  8.  prohibiting  the  mar¬ 
riage  of  two  hfters,  i.  e.  the  marriage 
of  a  fecond  lifter,  during  the  life  of 
the  firft  :  confequently,  if  two  bro¬ 
thers  were  married  to  two  lifters,  (a 
cafe  that  oiten  happens)  the  furvivor 
could  not  be  obliged,  by  virtue  of 
this  law,  to  take  his  clecealed  brother’s 
widow  to  wife,  conjointly  with  his 

own. 
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own.  And  for  the  fame  reafon,  if 
the  furviving  brother  had  a  wife  of 
hJs  owm,  he  could  not  be  obliged, 
nor  indeed  was  it  lawful  for  him,  to 
rake  his  brother’s  widow  to  wife  ;  be- 
caufe  thefe  two  were  fiffers.  And  it 
is  agreed  by  the  Jew'tJh  dodlors,  that 
all  the  degrees  of  affinity  are  upon  the 
fame  foot  of  prohibition  with  thofe 
of  confanguinity  5  and  the  moral  rea- 
fons  for  both  are  exadtly  the  fame. 
And  the  Chaldee  paraphraft,  the 
MidraJIe^  and  Jofephus 
this  was  the  reafon,  w 
next  kinfman  refufed  to  redeem  Ruth, 
his  widow  5  becaufe  it  was  not 
law'ful  for  him  to  marry  her,  having 
already  a  wife  of  his  own. 


agree,  that 
ny  Mahlons 


The  learned  prelate  is  indeed 
pleafed  to  tell  us,  (ibid.  p.  241.)  that 
he  was  at  fome  diftance  from  his 


II  See  Seld,  U^or.  Heir.  1.  i.  c. 
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books  and  papers  when  he  gave  his 
opinion  upon  this  point.  And  this, 
I  muft  own,  was  the  bed  excufe  that 
could  be  given  for  fo  rafh.a  decifion  : 
which  it  would  have  been  for  the  ho¬ 
nour  of  his  reading  to  have  retradfed, 
and  which,  I  lincerely  wifh,  he  had 
retraced,  when  he  returned  to  his 
books. 

And  doubtlefs  it  was  for  the  reafon 
now  mentioned,  that  no  infamy  at- 
tended  the  next  kinfman’s  refufal  of 
Ruth  ;  neither  did  flie  pull  off  his 
fhoe,  nor  fpit  before  him,  forilie  w^as 
abfent  during  the  whole  tranfadlion 
Ruth  iii.of  this  affair  3  and  the  kinfman  only 
took  off  his  own  fhoe  f,  in  token  of 


^  And  gave  it  to  Boazj  (giving  a  fhoe  was 
then  like  giving  a  fod  with  us)  it  being  a  natu¬ 
ral  indication  (lay  Dr.  Patrick  and  others)  that 
he  refigned  his  interell  in  the  land  by  giving 
him  his  flioe,  wherewith  he  us'd  to  walk  in  it ; 
to  the  end  that  he  might  enter  into  it^  and 
take  pofTeffion  of  it  himfelf 


his 
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his  refigning  Mahlons  inheritance,  and 
with  it  his  widow.  For  this  was  thcRuthiv; 
cuftom  of  that  time  5  whereas,  had  he7>  8. 
declined  his  duty  in  this  cafe  ,  infamy 
muft  have  attended  him.  Deut.  25. 

And  thefe  confiderations  lead  me 
to  the  fame  conclufion  fo  lately  laid 
down  5  that  no  inference  can  be 
made  to  the  difadvantage  of  Mofess 
writings,  from  any  encouragement 
given  to  Polygamy,  or  incontinence 
of  any  kind,  either  from  the  precepts 
of  his  law,  or  the  examples  recorded 
in  his  hiftory,  (or  indeed  in  any  part 
of  the  hiftory  of  the  old  teftament) 
but  quite  the  contrary. 

And  I  am  the  more  confirmed  in 
this  opinion,  by  the  judgment  of  the 
SanMvitans  in  this  point  j  who  receive 
the  books  of  Mofes,  as  well  as  the 
Jews,  and  yet  are  fo  far  from  being 
led  to  thefe  enormities,  by  their  au¬ 
thority,  that  they  raife  loud  outcries 

F  4  againft 
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againft  the  upon  that  very  ac¬ 

count.  Nay,  fo  far  are  they  from 
thinking  Polygamy  permitted  by  the 
law  of  Mofes,  that  they  think  it  ex¬ 
prefly  prohibited  by  it,  in  Lev.  xviii. 
i8.  which  they  render,  (as  it  is  read 
in  the  margin  of  the  bible)  ISeither 
fiah  thou  take  one  ‘wife  to  another ^ 
to  vex  her,  &cc. 

Nor  are  they  Angular  in  this  in¬ 
terpretation  :  many  learned  commen¬ 
tators,'  and  even  fome  Rabbins  ||, 
have  underflood  the  words  in  this 
fenfe  ;  as  did  the  Sadducees  of  old, 
and  as  do  the  Caraites  (a  learned  fed: 
among  the  Jews)  at  prefent.  And 
the  decifion  of  the  Caraites  is  of  more 
weight  in  this  cafe  5  inafmuch  as  they 
profefs  to  flick  to  the  letter  of  the 
Scripture,  and  rejed  the  idle  com'?^^ 
ments  and  traditions  of  the  Rabbins. 


.  II  Seld.  Ux,  Hehr.  1.  i.  c,  9.  Bafnages  Hift. 
of  the  Jews.  1.  v.  c.  15?. 
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Now  it  is  agreed,  that  the  text 
will  bear  this  interpretation  'f' :  and  I 
mufl:  beg  leave  to  add,  that,  in  my 
humble  opinion,  the  idiom  of  the 
Hebrew  tongue  requireth  it. 

The  Jews  were  all  the  defen¬ 
dants  of  one  man,  and  evidently  con- 
lidered,  throughout  the  Scriptures,  as 
one  family  :  in  confequence  of  this, 
they  confidered  themfelves  as  brethren; 
every  man  was  a  brother,  and  every 


'I'  So  alfo  the  Chaldee  paraphraft  interpret- 
eth  it,  and  affigneth  it  as  the  reafoii,  why 
Kiitlfs  kinfman  refufed  to  marry  her,  that  he 
had  a  wile  before ;  and  therefore  could  not 
EUmelecb* s  inheritance.  ,LcJi  (faith  he) 
I  mar  mine  own  inheritance.  The  moll  natural 
interpretation  of  which  words  feemeth  to  be, 
that  having  already  children  of  his  own,  who 
were  his  heirs,  his  eftate  might  be  exhaulled 
by  the  maintenance  of  another  wife,  and  ano¬ 
ther  offspring ;  and  his  inheritance  become  in 
time  doubtful.  See  Bafnage's  Hiltory  of  the 
Jews,  1.  V.  c.  19.  Se6l.  4.  Gerfon  has  oppofed  the 
flohlors^  and  ohfervingy  &c* 


WO- 
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woman  a  fifter  ||.  The  Jews,  (faith 
^  Grotius )  fwere  wont  to  call  their 
wives,  JiJlers  5  on  account  of  their 
common  origin  j  as  Chrijlians  did 
theirs,  on  account  of  their  common 
faith.  And  hence  it  is,  that  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  Hebrew  idiom,  as  fifter 
ftandeth  for  every  woman  of  the  fame 
nation,  fo  is  it  a  known  appellation 
for  every  other  thing  of  the  fame 
kind  j  as  one  wing  of  the  living  crea¬ 
tures  mentioned  hy  Ezekiel,  ch.i,  v.  5).' 
is  JiJler  to  the  other  wing  ^  and  one 
curtain  of  the  tabernacle  is  JlJler  to 
another  curtain.  So  likewdfe,  when 
we  are  told  by  St.  Taul,  that  he  had 
as  much  right  to  lead  about  a  fifler,  a 
wife,  as  any  other  apoftle  ;  Will  any 
man  imagine  that  he  meaneth  his  own 
fifter,  ftridly  fpeaking  ?  So  likewife, 
when  Solomon,  in  the  Canticles,  call- 

II  Thofe  feftaries  among  us,  who  affeft  the 
Scripture  phrafe,  ufe  the  word  in  this  fenfe,  to 
this  day, 

®  See  his  comment  on  i  Cor.  ix,  5, 

eth 


75 


POLYGAMY. 

eth  his  beloved  (as  he  frequently  doth) 
my  niy  Jpoufe  j  are  we  to  ima¬ 

gine,  that  this  Egyptian  Spoufe  was 
really  his  lifter  ;  or  rather,  that  Jifier 
was  the  common  name  of  endear¬ 
ment,  ufed  by  the  Jews,  to  every 
woman  amongft  them  5  and  was,  in 
effect,  but  another  name  for  woman. 
And  muft  we  underftand  the  word 
JiJleY  in  this  prohibition  of  Mofes,  in 
a  different  fenfe,  from  what  we  un¬ 
derftand  it,  in  the  writeings  of  Sr. 
Eaul,  and  Solomon  5  and  in  a  fenfe 
fo  remote  from  the  Hebrew  idiom  ? 
Surely,  no  candid  man  will  fay  we 
muft.  And  therefore,  whether  thefe 
Jews  who  do  fo,  do  not  interpret  it 
in  a  manner,  more  accommodate  to 
their  own  corruptions,  than  to  the 
intentions  of  Mofes,  let  any  impartial 
reader  judge  ||. 

But, 


II  The  chief  reafon  why  interpreters  explain 
this  of  two  lifters  is^  becaufe  Mofes  is,  in  this 

chap- 
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But,  befides  the  idiom  of  the 
tongue,  the  reafon  of  the  prohibition, 
doth,  in  my  opinion,  require  this 
fenfe,  rather  than  the  other.  ISekhet 
(halt  thou  take  a  wife  to  her Jifet,  to 
vex  her  ;  faith  Mofes  :  Is  not  then 
the  reafon  of  not  taking  the  fccond 
wife,  that  the  firft  be  not  vexed  and 
f  difquieted  ?  And  is  a  woman  only 


chapter,  fpeaking  of  that  unlawful  commerce 
of  the  fexes,  which  is  prohibited  on  account 
of  affinity,  or  proximity  of  blood.  In  anfwer 
to  this;  it  is  owned,  that  the  17  precedent 
verfes  treat  of  thofe  prohibitions  ;  but  all  the 
fubfequent  treat  of  other  prohibited  defile- 
ments ;  fuch  as  adultery,  fodomy,  and 
therefore,  this  objeclion  is  ( with  great  fub- 
miffion  to  the  learned  patrons  of  it)  of  no 
weight. 

'[  And  this  fupplierh  us  with  another  argu¬ 
ment  againft  Polygamy  and  Concubinage  ;  the 
jealoufy  and  diftraflion  thefe  pra&ices  raife  in 
the  breails  of  wives  and  concubines;  and  tne 
infinite  murders,  andmilchiefe  of  various  kinds, 
confequent  to  them.  This  is  particularly  ob- 
ferved  of  the  Chinefe  concubines,  that  jealoufy 
frequently  drives  them  into  defpair,  and  deaths 
of  feveral  forts.  See  Navarette  s  Account  of 
China\  Cburchiirs  Colie6l,  ch.  vii.  p.  66* 


to 
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CO  be  difquieted,  in  this  cafe,  when 
her  husband  marriech  her  own  lifter  J 
Will  no  woman  kindle  the  paflions 
of  envy  and  jealoufy  in  her  breaft, 
belides  her  ow'n  lifter  ? 

But,  fay  the  advcrlaries,  the  jea¬ 
loufy  of  lifters  is  moft  furious.  I 
cannot  fay  it  is  not,  where  it  is  juft  j 
but  this  I  am  fure  of,  that  reafon  and 
nature  fay,  it  Ibould  not,  in  this  cafe. 
I  fhould  think,  a  lifter  might  better 
bear  to  have  her  husband’s  alFecftion 
divided  with  her  neareft  and  dearcft 
relation,  (  where  law  and  cuftom  al¬ 
lowed  it  to  be  fo)  than  with  a  ftran- 
ger  1  But  however  it  may  be  with  his 
affedtion,  it  were  furely  much  more 
tolerable,  to  have  his  fortune  fo  di- 
ftributed  j  than  that  ftrangers  fhould 
fhare  the  inheritance  :  and  therefore, 
I  think,  the  realon  of  this  prohibition 
tieth  it  down  ftrongly  to  this  lenfe, 
in  which  I  have  now  explained  it  ; 
efpecially,  if  we  conlider,  that  the 

vex- 
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vexation  which  Mofes  would  here 
prevent,  is  abfolute,  and  not  relative. 

But,  at  worft,  this  text  Lev. 
xviii.  1 8.  is  allowed  by  all  mankind 
to  prohibit  the  taking  of  a  fecond  lif¬ 
ter  to  wife,  during  the  life  of  the 
firft  ;  and  conlequently,  all  poffible 
abufe,  or  corrupt  imitation,  of  Ja- 
coFs  example,  in  this  point,  is  ex¬ 
prefly  prohibited  by  it. 


RE- 
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Dissertation  V. 

The  Cafe  0/  Day  i  d  conjider  d. 

H  E  reader  will,  I  hope, 
by  this  time,  think  the 
patriarchs,  or,  at  leaft,  the 
wriceings  of  Mofes,  fuffi- 
ciently  vindicated,  from  the  calumny 
thrown  upon  them,  by  the  learned 

letter- 
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letter^  writer  3  and  others  of  his  way 
of  thinking.  And  as  for  the  prophet 
^Damd^  (the  only  prophet  mentioned 
by  the  learned  letter-writer)  I  fhall 
not  fo  much  as  attempt  to  vindicate 
him  upon  this  head.  It  is  not  to  be 
denied^  that  he  was  very  criminally, 
and  notorioufly  incontinent.  But  are 
God  and  his  laws  accountable  for 
this  ?  It  feemeth  they  are,  in  the  efti- 
mation  of  this  gentleman  3  inafmuch 
as  he  was  admonijhed  hy  no  prophet^ 
nof-cenfuredhy  any  /acred  nivnler,  up¬ 
on  this  account. 

But,  fuppofe  there  were  Handing 
laws  of  God  fufficiently  known,  pro- 
raulged,  and  received,  lubfifting  and 
exprefly  prohibiting,  thefe  very  crimes, 
at  the  time  of  their  committal  ?  Was 
God,  notwithftanding  this,  obliged 
to  fend  a  prophet  exprefly,  to  admo- 
nifli  for  every  tranfgreflion  of  them  ? 
Th  is  gentleman  will  not,  I  am  per- 
fuaded,  upon  calmer  deliberacion, 

I  infill: 
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infift  upon  this  dodrine  ;  inafmuch 
as  it  is  I'uch  a  dodrine,  as  would,  in 
its  confequences ,  lead  diredly  to 
Atheifm. 

It  is  true,  God  hath  fometimes 
admonifhed  his  fervants  in  this  man¬ 
ner;  but  certainly,  his  doing  fo  was 
more  matter  of  rtiercy,  than  ftrid  ob¬ 
ligation.  And  as  for  any  reproof,  due 
to  thefe  pradices,  from  the  facred 
writers ;  I  know  no  reproof  more  fe- 
vere  upon  guilt,  than  publifhing  it  to 
the  whole  world,  in  a  full  and  true 
light ;  and  with  all  its  aggravations, 
and  attending  evils ;  and  whether  the 
facred  writers  have  not  done  this,  I 
appeal  to  their  enemies. 

'  The  only  queftion  that  will  bear 
to  be  debated  upon  this  head,  is, 
Whether  David’s  crimes  were  fuffi- 
ciently  prohibited  by  the  laws  of 
God,  then  in  being  ?  His  adultery 
and  murder  are  out  of  the  queftion 

G  inafmuch 
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inafinuch  as  the  ten  commandments 
will,  1  prefume,  be  allowed  to  have 
been  then  in  being.  Proceed  we  then 
to  the  confideration  of  the  other  char¬ 
ges,  that  lie  againft  him. 

Akd  firft,  he  is  charged  with  add¬ 
ing  ScmW  wives  to  his  own.  Now 
the  plain  queftion  upon  this  point  is, 
Whether  the  law  of  God  allowed  this 
condu(5l  ? 

In.  the  firfl:  place  then  ;  it  is  agreed 
by  all  writers,  'Je’wiJh  and  Chri^ian, 
and  reafon  plainly  voucheth  with 
them,  that  a  mother-in-law  is  within 
the  prohibited  degrees  of  marriage  j| ; 
nay,  the  Je^vs  go  fo  far,  as  to  affirm 
this  to  be  an  eternal  and  inviolable 
law  of  nature  3  and  fuch  as  was  efta- 
blifhed  and  promulged  from  the  ere- 


II  See  Selden  C/x.  Hek  1.  i.  c.  3.  and  de  jure 
nett*  S  gent*  L  i.  c.  3*  Grot*  de  jure  belli  6^  pac* 

1.  Ve 
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acion.  All  Saul’s  wives  were  fuch 
to  Uavid^  in  a  larger  fenfe  5  therefore 
all  plainly  prohibited  5  and  Michal’s 
mother  (  who,  I  am  fatisfied,  was  his 
only  wife  5  1  Sam.  xiv.  50.)  doubly 
fo.  A  daughter-in-law  is  confelTedly 
within  the  prohibited  degrees  5  and 
therefore,  by  parity  of  realon,  a  mo¬ 
ther-in-law  5  and  therefore,  w'e  al¬ 
ways  find  a  fteprnother,  and  a  mo¬ 
ther-in-law,  among  the  principal  pro¬ 
hibitions  fet  forth  by  the  Jews.  Mi- 
chal’s  affinity  to  any  wife  of  her  fa¬ 
ther’s  is  undoubted,  ( any  wife  of  his 
was  in  law  her  mother)  and  her  mar¬ 
riage  to  ‘David  made  his  affinity  the 
fame  with  her’s.  David  was  a  pro—, 
phet,  and  as  well  skilled  in  the  law 
of  God,  as  any  man  in  Judea  5  and 
could  there  then  be  a  neceffity  of  ad-' 
monifhing  him,  by  the  mouth  of  a 
orophet,  for  every  violation  of  that 
aw?  Suppofing  him  to  have  violated 
it,  which  I  am  fatisfied  he  did  not, 
for  reafons  which  fhall  foonbefeen. 

G  1  But, 
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But,  however  this  may  be,  2)<j- 
wd  is  charged  with  a  plurality  of 
wives  5  and  the  charge  is  admitted  : 
the  plain  cjueftion  upon  this  head,  is, 
Whether  he  be  juftified,  or  condemn¬ 
ed,  in  this  practice,  by  the  law  of 
God  ? 


Deut.  17. 

17- 


N  O  vv,  befides  what  hath  been  al¬ 
ready  offered  upon  this  point,  2)awd 
mull:  be  allowed  fufflciently  acquaint¬ 
ed  with  the  duty  of  a  king,  prefcribed 
by  Mofes  :  nor  could  he  be  ignorant, 
that  a  principal  part  of  that  duty  was 
not  to  multiply  wives  to  himfelf.  He 
did  multiply  wives  to  himfelf,  in  ma- 
nifeft  violation  of  this  law;  and  con- 
fequently ,  he  was  criminal ,  in  fo 
doing. 

I  am  indeed  humbly  of  opinion, 
that  his  guilt,  in  this  point,  may  ad¬ 
mit  of  great  alleviation  from  the  cor¬ 
rupt  gloffes,  which  might  have  been 

put 
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put  upon  this  prohibition  ,  at  that 
time  ;  as  they  have  been  fince,  viz. 
that  a  king  of  IfraeJmzy  have  feveral 
wives  at  once,  tho’  not  manyjj.  And 
mofl:  Chrijlian  writers,  as  well  as  the 
yeqjvSy  have  interpreted  the  text  in 
that  fenfe;  but,  with  great  fubmiflion, 
for  very  bad  reafons. 

They  reafon  thus —  A  king  of 
Ifrael  is  forbidden  to  multiply  hor- 
fes,  and  filver,  and  gold  to  hirufelf  5 
as  well  as  wives :  and  therefore,  they 
think,  that  it  he  may  have  more 
horfes  than  one,  or  feveral  fums  of 
money,  for  feveral  occafions,  not- 
withftanding  this  prohibition  ;  there¬ 
fore,  by  parity  of  reafon,  he  may 
have  more  than  one  w  ife. 

But  (with  great  fubmiffion  )  this 
by  no  means  followcth  :  he  might 

j|  The  Rabbins  fay,  that  a  king  of  IJrael 
might  (  for  very  fenfelefs  reafons  which  they 
urge  )  have  i8  wives  ;  but  no  more. 

G  j  have 
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have  ncceffary  occafion  for  more 
horfes,  or  more  fums  of  money,  than 
one  ;  but  had  he  neceflary  occafion 
for  more  wives  ? 

Whoever  attendeth  to  thefe  pro¬ 
hibitions,  with  the  particular  rcafon 
of  each,  and  the  general  reafon  of 
them  all,  will  plainly  fee,  that  the 
defign  of  them  was,  to  guard  the 
kings  of  Jfrael  from  thofe  corrup¬ 
tions,  by  which  their  neighbouring 
kings  were  eredled  into  magnificent 
and  luxurious  tyrants. 

H  E  was  not  to  multiply  horfes  to 
himfelf,  left  he  fhould  bring  the  Ifra- 
elites  again  into  a  clofer  commerce 
with  the  Egyptians  ,  (with  whom  the 
beft  horfes  were  bred )  and  in  conle- 
ouencc  of  that,  into  a  liking  and  imi¬ 
tation  of  their  cuftoms,  manners, 
and  martial  inftitutions ;  whofe  chief 
confidence  in  war  was  in  their  caval¬ 
ry.  Whereas  the  children  of  Jfrael 

were 
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were  to  have  no  confidence  in  any 
thing,  either  for  conqueft,  or  defence, 
but  God  alone.  This  ^avid  very 
well  knew,  and  plainly  alludeth  to, 
in  that  pafiage  of  the  aoch  Pfalm,  ver. 
7-  Some  put  their  truji  in  cha¬ 
riot  Sy  and  fome  in  horfes  5  hut  ^e 
<wtll  remember  the  name  of  the  Lord 
our  God. 

H  E  was  not  to  multiply  wives, 
that  his  heart  turn  not  away,  i.  e.  left 
his  attachment  to  them,  and  care  to 
pleafe  them,  fhould  divert  and  alie¬ 
nate  his  thoughts,  either  from,  the 
duty  of  his  ftation,  or  from  his  duty 
to  his  God.  And  I  appeal  to  any 
man  of  fenfe.  Whether  the  envy  and 
jealoufy  of  two  contending  wives, 
might  not  be  effedlual  enough,  to 
this  purpofe  ?  Might  not  fupply  any 
man  living  with  matter  of  difquiet] 

anc 


0  isL^  yap  KaAoy 
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and  diftradion,  abundantly  fufficient, 
to  turn  away  his  thoughts  from  every 
other  bufinefs  of  importance  ?  And 
whether  any  greater  number  be  any 
way  neceflary  to  this  end  ?  And  I 
am  fatisfied,  the  Rabbins  might  have 
allowed  their  king  1 8  millions  of 
wives,  as  conliftently  with  his  duty 
to  God,  and  his  people,  as  eighteen. 

Besides,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
the  difference  of  the  expreffions,  here 
made  ufe  of,  fheweth  thefe  prohibi¬ 
tions  to  be  of  a  very  different  nature. 
Deut.  17.  JJoall  he  multiply  ^ives  to 

himfelf,  that  his  he  art  turn  not  away : 
neither  JJoall  he  greatly  multiply  to 


Aaa’  ei^  ytiav  di-’a/ap  KvTretp 

0^1^  //ij  oint'iP  0?Aef<, 

And  again, 

Ovah 

TTOT  CtV 

AiKTi*  iltctiV'-fJC,)  ^poTCOV 

Fe<r  oiKikw.  Eurip,  in  Androm.  And  we  know  he 
fpoke  from  experience.  AuLGeL  noth.  Attics,  l.xwc.  20. 

him- 
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1 

I  hmfeJf  JiheVy  and  gold.  The  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  latter  prohibition,  doubt- 
lefs,  was  that,  tho’  he  might  lay  up 

I  fuiflcient  treafure  for  the  exigencies  of 

I  his  government,  or  for  public  occa- 
fions  of  any  kind,  yet  was  he  not  to 
lay  up  great  fums  for  hmfelf  5  he 
was  not  to  amafs  immenfe  fums,  for 
the  gratification  ol  his  private  avarice. 
Was  not  this  then,  in  effed,  a  prohi¬ 
bition  of  avarice,  or  hoarding  ufelefs 
wealth  ?  And  is  it  poffible,  that  lefs 
could  be  meant  by  the  precedent  pro¬ 
hibition,  (which  isabfolute  and  unli¬ 
mited)  than  the  providing  of  ufelefs 
women  ?  The  plain,  natural,  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  precepts  feemeth  to  me,  to 
be  this  5  that  wealth  was  not  greatly 
to  be  multiplied,  for  private  ufe  5  nor 
wives,  at  all  ;  it  being  juft  as  irratio¬ 
nal  to  multiply  wives,  to  any  degree, 
as  money  to  excefs. 

The  reafon,  why  a  king  of  Ifrael 
was  not  greatly  to  multiply  filver  and 
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gold  to  himfelf,  ( i.  e.  to  his  private 
life)  tho’  not  cxprcfled,  is  fufficiently 
plain  j  becaufe  this  was  not,  ordina¬ 
rily,  to  be  done,  without  oppreffing 
and  irapoverifhing  his  people  5  and 
introducing,  in  confequence  of  that, 
luxury,  and  all  the  evil  arts  of  tyran- 


ny 


to  prevent  which,  befide  the 


/  1- 

reftraints  already  laid  down,  he  was 
to  have  the  law  of  God  continually 
before  his  eyes  5  that  his  heart  might 
not  he  lifted  up  ahow  his  brethren. 

K 

This  plainly  appeareth,  from  the 
concluding  reafon  of  thefe  precepts, 
afligned  by  Mofes  in  thefe  words  5 
that  his  heart  he  not  lifted  up  ahonje 
his  brethren  5  and  that  he  turn  not 
ajide  from  the  commandment,  to  the 
right  hand,  or  to  the  left.  i.  e.  that 
he  raife  not  up  himfelf  into  a  proud 
tyrant ,  to  opprefs  his  people ;  or 
think  himfelf  more  exempted  from  a 
ftria  obfervance  of  ithe  law  of  God, 
than  the  meaneft  man  amongft  them  5 

I  that 
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that  is,  in  one  word,  that  he  may  not 
become  like  any  of  his  neighbour 
tyrants. 

Now  what  were  the  ends,  for 
which  the  eaftern  monarchs  amafled 
treafure,  and  multiplied  horfes,  and 
wives  ?  Was  it  not  evidently  for  the 
ends  of  pride,  luxury,  and  tyranny  ? 
To  the  oppreffion  of  their  neighbours, 
and  the  oppreffion,  and  impoverifh- 
ment  of  their  own  people  ?  And  did 
God  ever  intend,  that  the  kings  of 
Ifrael  {ho\A^  be  kings  of  this  charac¬ 
ter  ?  Or  did  he  intend,  by  thefe  re- 
ftraints,  to  guard  them  from  corrup¬ 
tion,  in  all  thefe  inftances  ?  Moft 
certainly  he  did  ;  and  if  he  did,  Is 
not  the  plain  meaning,  and  intention, 
of  the  prohibitions  above-mentioned, 
that  he  fhould  not  multiply  more 
money,  more  horfes,  or  more  wives, 
than  he  had  juft  occafion  for  ?  And 
hath  any  man  juft  occafion  for  more 
wives  than  one  ?  Are  not  the  ends 

of 
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of  nature,  and  fociecy,  fufficiently  an- 
fwered  by  one  ?  And  can  a  multi¬ 
plicity  of  wives  anfwer  any  end,  to 
a  monarch,  more  than  to  a  private 
man  5  except  the  ends  of  pride, 
ftate,  and  luxury  ?  Are  not  thefe  the 
ends,  lor  which  they  have  ever  been 
multiplied  ?  The  very  evils,  Mofes 
evidently  intended  to  guard  againft, 
by  thefe  prohibitions. 

I  {ball  deduce  but  one  plain  and 
obvious  confei^uence  from  this  reafon- 
ing.  If  a  king  of  Ifrael  was  prohi¬ 
bited  to  multiply  wives  to  himfelf, 
it  is  not  eafy  to  believe  that  any 
other  man  of  that  nation  was  per¬ 
mitted  to  do  fo. 

That  TiavtA  knew  the  reafons, 
why  horfes  were  not  to  be  multiplied, 
fufficiently  appeareth  from  the  Scrip¬ 
tures  5  and  is  fully,  and  clearly,  made 
out  by  Dr.  Sherlock,  in  his  judicious 
dsffiertation  on  our  Saviour’s  entry  in¬ 
to 
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to  Jerufalem  :  and  accordingly,  he 
abftained  from  multiplying  them. 
Nay,  he  abftained  fo  religioufly  in 
this  point,  that  it  doth  not  appear, 
that  ever  he  kept,  at  leaft  made  ufe 
of,  fo  much  as  one  horfe,  for  any 
purpofe  whatfoever.  We  never  hear 
of  one  horfe,  or  one  chariot,  in  all 
his  wars  5  nor  of  one  horfe- officer, 
or  keeper  of  horfes,  among  all  his 
fervants  :  tho’  the  keepers  of  his  afles, 
his  camels,  his  herds,  and  his  flocks, 
are  particularly  mentioned.  But 2 

when  his  fon  Solomon  fucceeded  him, 
we  immediately  hear  of  his  chariots, 
his  horfes,  their  number,  and  the  ci¬ 
ties  where  they  were  kept.  And  yet 
it  is  plain,  Tiavid  could  have  had 
them,  as  well  as  Solomon  5  for  he  had 
money  enough  ( more  perhaps  than 
all  the  prefent  princes  of  the  earth, 
out  together).  Nay,  he  could  have 
rad  them  without  any  expence  5  for 
he  took  vaft  numbers  of  them  in 
war  5  but,  inftead  of  maintaining,  he 
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I  Chron. 
xviii.  4. 


2  Sam. 

XV.  I. 

I  Kin.  i. 

5- 


houghed  them.  It  is  true,  he  is,  in 
one  place,  laid  to  have  referved  an 
hundred  chariots  ;  and  therefore  it  is 
concluded,  the  horfes  of  thofe  chariots 
were  referved  too  3  poflibly  for  ftate, 
but  more  probably^  for  trophies  and 
monuments  of  vidtory  :  and  in  all 
probability,  he  was  punifhed  for  fo 
doing  :  for  we  find,  that  both  his 
fons,  jdbfalom  and  Adontjah^  began 
their  rebellious  purpofes  with  a  parade 
of  horles,  and  chariots. 


2  Sam. 
xiii.  29. 


When  Ahfalom  flew  Amnon^  the 
reft  of  the  king’s  fons  gat  every  man 
upon  his  mule,  and  fled. 


When  Joah  fent  couriers  with 
the  news  of  AhfaJomh  defeat,  they 
on  foot  3  it  feemeth  from  hence 
pretty  evident,  that  T>avtd  kept  no 
horfes,  for  any  ufe  whatfoever. 


From  this  conduit  of  Tiavid,  in 
relation  to  horfes,  it  is  reafonable  to 

believe, 
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believe,  (the  charad:er  of  that  rno- 
narch  confidered)  that  had  the  reafons 
of  the  precept,  which  prohibited  wives 
to  be  multiplied,  been  then  as  appa¬ 
rent  to  him,  as  the  reafon  of  that, 
which  prohibited  horfes  5  he  never 
would  have  lufFered  his  incontinence 
to  fway  him,  in  oppofition  to  them. 
There  is  no  room  to  doubt,  but  that 
the  fame  texts,  which  have fince  influ¬ 
enced  Chriftians,  to  believe  Polyga¬ 
my  then  lawful,  had  at  leafl:  equal 
influence,  upon  a  people  blinded,  and 
milled,  by  the  frequency  of  the  prac¬ 
tice  1 . 


Jj  And  indeed,  I  think  it  demonlt table,  that 
thispra6l:ice  was  not  then  known  to  be  a  tranf- 
greffion  of  the  law  of  God,  above-mentioned  ; 
t)eut^  xvii.  17.  inafmuch  as  the  facred  hifto- 
rian  acquits  I)avid  of  all  habitual,  deliberate, 
violation  of  the  known  law  of  God  ;  fave  only, 
in  the  matter  of  Urmh  the  Hittite.  i  Km,  xv. 
5.  For  this  is  the  known  meaning  of  that 
declaration  concerning  him,  that  be  turned  not 
afide  from  any  thing  that  he  commanded  him'^  i.  e. 
he  did  not  deliberately  fwerve  from  any  of 
the  known  laws  of  God. 


But 
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But  flill,  no  prophet  was  fent  to 
reprove  David  for  this  enormity  5 
as  there  was,  in  the  matter  of  Uriah. 

T  o  this  I  anfwer,  ( befides  what 
hath  already  been  urged  upon  this 
head)  that  the  guilt  of  manifeft  mur¬ 
der,  and  adultery,  was  doubtlefs  more 
flagrant,  than  that  of  Polygamy  could 
be,  at  any  time  •  (but  efpecially  in  an 
age,  when  that  corrupt  pradice,  in 
all  probability,  prevailed  ;  and  was 
certainly  not  deemed  criminal)  ^  and 
confequently ,  demanded  a  feverer 

reproof. 

But  after  all;  Is  there  no  reproof, 
upon  this  head,  \'c\lSathan  s  parable  ? 

The  rich  man’s  flocks,  and  herds, 
in  this  parable,  are  undoubtedly  em¬ 
blems  of  David' %  ruany  wives ;  as 
the  poor  man’s  ewe-lamb  was  the 
emblem  of  UriaUs  Angle  wife  :  and 

when 
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when  the  prophet  faith,  that  this  rich 
man  had  exceeding  many  docks  and 
herds,  Can  he  poflibly  mean  any 
thing  lefs,  than  that  David  had  mul¬ 
tiplied  ^ives  ?  And  did  David  not 
know,  that  his  multiplying  wives 
was  a  violation  of  the  law  of  God  \ 

What  can  be  plainer  ? 

A  N  t)  I  think  it  is  pretty  remark¬ 
able,  that  David  never  took  any 
other  woman  to  wife,  after  this  re¬ 
proof  5  unlefs  Ahijhag  the  Shunam^’ 
mite,  might  be  called  one  :  who  was 
not  chofcn  for  any  end  of  luxury,  nor 
ever  made  ule  of,  in  the  charadlcr  ofi  Kin.  i. 
a  wife. 

Probably  indeed,  his  number 
of  wives,  even  before  this  reproof, 
was  very  inferiour  to  thofe  of  the  Ajl~ 
atic  monarchs,  his  neighbours  5  nei¬ 
ther  did  it  come  up  to  that,  which 
the  Rabbins  now  think  allowed  him. 

And  can  we  believe,  that  the  doctors 

H  of 
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of  the  law  thought  in  a  more  refined 
manner  then  ?  When  their  own  fen- 
lliaiicy  was  concerned,  in  feducing 
their  monarch  ? 

But  ftill,  we  are  told,  that  the 
orophet  declareth,  that  God  had  given 
dm  hh  mafler^  wives,  into  his  bofom^ 
which  plainly  implieth  God’s  confent, 
that  they  fliould  be  his  wives. 

H  O  w  !  Can  this  imply  God’s  con- 
lent,  that  fDavid  fliould  commit  in- 
ceft  ?  No  furely  ;  and  therefore, 
men  have,  in  my  humble  opinion, 
inferred  too  much,  and  too  rafhly, 
from  a  mere  form  of  fpeech  5  which- 
giveth  no  juft,  or  folid  grounds,  for 
inch  an  inference. 

We  are  told  by  Solomon^ 
xxi.  1 4.  that  a  reward  in  the  hofom^ 
pacijieth  wrath.  Doth  it  neceflarily 
follow  from  hence,  that  a  rew^ard 
muft  be  put,  literally,  into  the  bo- 

fom. 
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fom,  before  it  can  have  this  efFecfl  ? 
Or  is  the  mere  giving  of  it,  fufficient? 

It  is  a  common  way  of  fpeaking 
now  in  ufe  with  us,  when  one  roan 
hath  inriched  another,  to  fay  of  him, 
that  he  hath  put  five,  or  ten,  or 
twenty  thoufand  pounds  (more  or  lefs) 
into  fuch  a  one’s  pocket  5  Is  it  necef- 
farily  implied  in  this  phrafeology , 
that  he,  literally,  put  thofe  fums  of 
money  into  his  pocket  ?  Or  is  it  fuf¬ 
ficient  to  make  good  the  affertion, 
that  he  put  them  into  his  power, 
and  made  him  mafler  of  them  'j'  ? 

In  like  manner,  doth  the  expreffion, 
of  Saul's  wives  being  given  into  2)n- 
niid's  bofom,  imply,  that  they  were 
actually  given,  or  taken,  into  his 


'I'  Take  this  expreffion  in  its  ftrongeft  and 
moll  ftrift  fenfe,  as  where  Sarai  tells  Abram 
that  ffie  had  given  her  maid  into  his  bofom, 
{Gen*  xvi.  5.)  what  more  can  be  meant  by  it, 
than  that  Ihe  gave  her  into  his  power  ? 

H  2  arms? 
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arms  ?  No  certainly  :  What  then  can 
it  mean  ?  Why  (  fuppofeing  the  ori¬ 
ginal  word  here  to  fignify  nsoi'^es) 
plainly  this  5  that  God  had  made 
him  king  of  Jfrael with  all  the 
maiks  and  enligns  of  royalty,  by 
w  hich  any  king  could  be  diftinguifh- 
ed  5  and  one  of  thefe  was,  the  foie 
power  over  the  precedent  king’s 
wives  f ,  But  tho’  David  had  this 
power,  doth  it  follow,  That  he  had 
a  right  to  ufe  it  inceftuoufly  ?  God 
iorbid'.  I  no  more  believe,  that  he 
had  a  right  to  ufe  Saul’s  wives  in 
this  manner,  or  that  he  thought  fo  ; 
becaufe  God  gave  them  to  him,  i.  e. 
out  tiiem  into  his  power  3  than,  that 
le  had  a  right  to  bring  a  curfe  upon 
the  houfe  of  /frael,  and  Judah^  by 
numbering  the  people  5  becaufe  God 


This  is  well  known  to  have  been,  from 
the  earlieft  antiquity,  and  to  continue  to  this 
day,  one  of  the  diitinguifliing  marks  of  royalty, 
all  over  the  Ealh 
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alfo  gave  them  to  him.  Or  that 
Ahfohm  would  have  had  a  right  to 
murder  all  the  wives  of  ( as 

in  all  probability  he  would  have 
done  II )  if  they  had  fallen  into  his 
power  ( alter  the  overthrow  of  his 
father)  5  becaufe,  in  that  cafe,  it  might 
have  very  properly  been  faid,  that 
God  had  given  them  into  his  hands. 

But  after  all  3  thofe  who  are  of 
opinion ,  that  ‘Da^ld  took  SauW 
wives  to  be  his  own,  have  not  only 
had  very  little  attention  to  the  cha- 


II  If  they  had  fallen  into  his  hands,  there  is 
great  reafon  to  believe,  he  intended  to  murder 
them  all.  At  lead,  fo  Joah  (  who  was  in  all 
T> avid’s  fecrets,  as  David  was  let  into  all  Ab-- 
falo7ns^  by  means  of  his  friend  Hufhai )  I'uffi- 
ciently  gives  us  to  underftand ,  from  thefe 
words  in  2  Safn,  xix.  5.  And  Joah  came  into 
the  houfe  to  the  king^  and  faid^  ^hon  haji  panned 
this  day  the  faces  of  all  thy  fervants^  which  this 
day  have  faved  thy  Iifcj  and  the  lives  of  thy  fonsj 
and  of  thy  daughters  ^  and  the  lives  of  thy  wives ^ 
and  the  lives  of  thy  concubines  - —  Now,  if  this 
had  happened.  Could  Ahfalom  properly  plead 
God's  approbation  of  this  murder  ? 

H  5  radler 
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raifter  of  ‘Da’vtd^  but  likewile  have 
had  very  little  attention  to  the  hiftory, 
either  of  &aul^  or  of  or  the 

condition  of  thole  times. 

First  then  ;  as  to  the  hiftories  of 
Send  and  dJavidy  t  no  they  be  more 
minutely,  and  particularly, franfmitted 
to  us,  than  thofe  of  all  the  other 
kings  of  Judah,  and  Ij'fael,  put  to¬ 
gether  ;  yet,  is  there  not  the  leaft 
trace,  either  of  Sauls  having  had 
more  wives,  or  concubines,  than  one 
of  each  5  or  of  Davids  having  taken 
any  one  of  Saul’s  wives,  or  concu¬ 
bines,  to  himfelf  5  or  of  his  having 
had  any  kind  of  commerce,  with 
any  one  of  them  :  which,  from  the 
candour,  and  impartiality,  of  their 
hidorians,  groundeth  a  very  fair,  and 
juft  prefumption,  that  he  had  none. 

I  N  the  next  place  5  the  condition 
of  thofe  times  naturally  leadeth  us  to 
the  iiirne  conclufion, 

i  f  »>V  .k  • 
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When  Saul  died,  Ifhhojheth  iiis 
fon  fucceeded  him  5  and  was,  for  fe- 
ven  years,  king  of  eleven  tribes  5 
whilft  ‘Da'vid  was  received  only  by 
the  twelfth.  And  can  it  be  made  a 
rational  doubt.  Whether  Saul’s  whole 
family  was  then  in  IJlohofhetlo  % 
power  ? 

That  they  were  then  in  his  pow¬ 
er,  is,  I  think,  fufficiently  evident, 
not  only  from  the  fituation  of  affiiirs 
at  that  time,  but  alio,  from  the  ac¬ 
count  we  have  of  Rlfpah,  Saul’s  con¬ 
cubine.  .  The  cjuarrel,  between  him 
and  Ahner^  arofe  on  account  of  fome 
commerce  Abnev  was  luppofed  to 
have  with  her.  Is  it  not  plain  from 
hence,  that  the  wives  and  concubines 
of  Saul  ( if  he  had  more  than  one  of 
each )  were  then  in  the  poffeffion  of 
JJbhoJloeth  ?  Any  commerce  of  his 
with  them  was  inceft,  beyond  all 
controverfy ;  and  there  is  nothing  in 

H  4  his 
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his  charader,  that  ftould  induce  us 
to  believe  him  any  more  fcrupulous 
upon  that  head,  than  Ahfalom  was  5 
efpecially,  when  he  might  think  it 
his  intereft,  and  a  means  of  fecuring 
the  kingdom  to  him  j|.  And  if  "Ba- 
vid  fhut  up,  and  never  more  came 
near,  thofe  concubines,  which  his 
fon  went  in  tofj  (as  he  certainly  did) 
it  is  in  no  wife  probable ,  that  he 
would  have  any  commerce  with 
thofe  wives,  who  had  before  belong¬ 
ed  to  Saul j  and  were  afterwards  in 
the  hands  of  Jjhhojbsth  Certainly 

the 


I  However,  it  is  but  juft,  to  obferve  that, 
in  his  difpute  with  Jhner,  he  calleth  Rifpah, 
his  father’s  concubine  ;  not  his  own. 

f  It  is  not  improbable,  that  this  judgment 
from  God,  cooperating  with  the  prophet’s  re- 
proofj  contributed  to  bring  David  into  a  tho¬ 
rough  fenfe  of  his  guilt,  in  the  point  of  Poly¬ 
gamy. 

*  We  naturally  take  the  charafler  of  a  fa¬ 
mily  from  the  father  of  it ;  if  there  be  nothing 
to  determine  us  to  the  contrary.  Now,  as  to 
Sauf  s  religion,  befides  his  monftrous  maflacre 

of 
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the  pollution,  nay,  the  fufpicion  of 
the  pollution,  of  inceft  upon  himfelf, 
and  upon  thofe  women,  by  fuch  a 
commerce,  muft  be  more  fhocking 
to  fuch  a  fpirit  as  his,  than  the  invo- 
luntary  pollution  contraded  by  his 
own  women  5  in  which  he  had  no 
fliare,  and  poffibly,  they  no  guilt. 
Efpecially,  when  he  could  propofe  no 
advantage  to  himfelf  by  fuch  a  com¬ 
merce  5  the  kingdom  being  now  his 
own,  without  a  rival  :  and  when 
in  all  probability,  he  could  be  under 
no  temptation  to  this  guilt,  from  the 
youth,  or  beauty,  of  any  of  the  per- 
fons,  fuppofed  to  be  concerned  in 
it. 


of  Ahimekch^  his  aflbciates,  and  whole  city  in 
the  fecurity  of  their  innocence  ;  (in  which  the 
GibcomteSf  in  all  probability,  had  their  lhare  ) 
we  may  form  a  rational  conjefture  concerning 
it,  from  what  David  faith  to  the  eiders  of  If- 
rael ;  i  Chron.  xiii.  where  advifing  them  to 
bring  again  the  ark,  he  addeth,  for  we  inquired 
mt  at  it  in  the  days  of  Saul. 

How 
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How  long  they  had  been  SauPs 
wives  ( fuppofing  he  had  any  fuch )  is 
uncertain  5  but,  if  we  may  judge  by 
the  unfettled  condition  of  his  later 
years,  probably  a  confiderable  time  : 
but  however  that  may  be,  the  di- 
ftance  of  more  than  feven  confuming 
years,  betwixt  Saul  s  death  and  PLia- 
md’s  fucceflion  to  Iphjheth,  will,  I 
believe,  be  found  fufficient  to  exhauft 
the  bloom  of  a  fliort-lived,  JJiatk, 
beauty.  This  is  certain  5  that  a  lefs 
fpace  hath  been  found  fufficient  to 
exhauft  it,  in  thofe  regions,  where  it 
is  fuppofed  more  permanent. 

Besides  all  this,  Rifpah  was  one 
of  thefe  wives ;  fhe  was  undoubtedly 
put  into  T>amd’s  power,  as  well  as 
the  reft  5  but  is  there  the  leaft  colour, 
or  "^pretence  of  reafon  for  believing, 
that  ever  ilie  was  literally  in  his  bo- 
fom  ? 

f  ' 
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The  learned  letter-writer,  and 
others,  may  think  as  they  pleafe  upon 
this  point  5  but,  I  hope,  they  will 
allow  me  to  believe  ^Damd  incapable 
of  lo  grols,  lo  truitlels,  lo  untemptincr 
a  guilt  :  even  if  he  had  had  any  op^ 
oortuniry  of  incurring  it,  as  I  verily 
relieve  he  had  not. 

T  o  all  this  may  be  added  that  the 
word  which  in  this  text  is  tranflated 
wives,  doth  in  its  primary  import 
fignify  only  women  ;  and  that  the 
generality  of  the  Rabbins  underftand 
It  in  this  place  to  lignify  only  the  la^^ 
dies  of  Saul’s,  court  |(,  and  are  alfo  of 
opinion,  that  it  was  unlawful,  even 
for  a  king  of  Ifrael,  to  marry  the 
widow  of  a  king.  And  indeed,  as 
far  as  I  can  learn,  it  was  a  pradfice 
even  in  this  lenfe  almoft  unknown  to 


j)  See  SeJd.  Ux.  Heir.  1.  i.  c.  10, 
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the  heathen,  that  a  man  Jhould  haw 
his  father  s  fwife'\. 

But  if  we  underftand  the  expref- 
fion  fo  as  to  comprehend  all  the  wo¬ 
men  over  whom  had  any  power, 
the  prophet’s  reafoning,  and  2)avid\ 
guilt  will  both  be  feen  in  their  ftrong- 
eft  light  ;  and  that  it  muft  be  fo  un- 
derftood,  I  think,  is  evident  from  the 
text,  I  gave  thee  thy  majler  s  houfe, 
and  thy  majler  s  'wives y  &c.  i.  e.  I 
put  Saul’s  whole  family  into  your 
power.  How  criminal  muft  David 
be  in  his  attempt  upon  Uriah’s  wife, 
when  he  had  fo  many  other  women 
in  his  power  to  chufe  out  of  !  whereas 
had  his  choice  been  confined  to  anti- 


^  Unlefs  in  fuch  inftances  as  that  of  Nero  or 
Caracalla.  It  is  true,  Procopius  tells  us  in  his 
fourth  book  of  the  Vandal  wars,  that  this  was 
cuftomary  among  the  Varni  ^  and  C^^far  charg- 
eth  the  antient  Britons  with  yet  greater  abomi¬ 
nations  ( Bell  Gall  1.  v.  c.  14.  Gr<^v.)  but  men 
of  learning  have  with  good  reafon  doubted, 
whether  their  informations  were  well  grounded. 

quated 
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quated  and  polluted  Rifpah^  (the 
only  furviving  wife  of  Saul  that  we 
hear  of)  I  cannot  conceive  what 
foundation  there  could  be  for  this  part 
of  the  prophet’s  reproach. 


Besides  ;  if  Dawd  had  been  con- 
fcious  to  himfelf  of  fuch  guilt,  was  it 
poffible  for  him,  in  a  pfalm  of  thankf- 
giving  to  God  upon  his  thorough 
ftablifhment  in  the  kingdom,  to  cry 
out,  nay,  to  appeal  to  God,  as  he 
doth  in  the  xviiith  pfalm,  The  Lord 
re’warded  me  according  to  my  righte- 
oufnefs,  8cc.  For  I  have  kept  the  ways  ^ 
of  the  Lord as  for  his  Jlatutes^  Idid'^^'^- 
not  depart  from  them.  I  was  alfo  up¬ 
right  before  himy  and  have  kept  my~ 
felf  from  mine  iniquity.  This  is  an 
appeal,  which  I  am  perfuaded,  no 
hypocrite,  not  even  the  moft  aban¬ 
doned,  ever  yet  made  to  God  3  how¬ 
ever  he  might  glofe,  and  falfify  before 
men.  See  pfalm  cxix. 
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Dissertation  VI. 

U  T  ftill  it  is  objeared  in 
favour  of  Polygamy,  that 
thofe  countries  where  it  is 
permitted,  are  more  nu¬ 
merous  in  their  inhabitants ,  than 
thofe  where  it  is  prohibited  :  and 
they  inftancc  in  Turkey^  China^  and 

ft 
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A  s  to  the  firft  of  thefe,  it  is  well 
known  (  fay  they  )  that  the  Afiatic 
armies  are  much  more  numerous 
than  the  European ;  and  it  is  allowed, 
that  China  and  Japan  are  the  beft 
inhabited  regions  of  the  earth  5  and 
thefe  advantages  are  afcribed  to  the 
benefit  of  Polygamy. 

But,  with  great  fubmiffion,  no¬ 
thing  can  be  more  rafh  and  ill- 
grounded  than  thefe  conclufions. 

T  H  E  Turk  is  tyrant  over  an  im- 
menfe  tradl  of  earth,  abfolute  mafter 
of  the  lives  and  fortunes  of  his  fub- 
jedls]!,  and  therefore  he  can  at  any 
time  croud  as  many  of  them  together 


[|  All  the  lands  of  that  empire  are  held  upon 
the  terms  of  military  contributions.  'That  is, 
under  conditions  of  fupplying  the  emperor 
with  a  certain  number  of  horle  and  foot,  in 
proportion  to  the  extent  and  value  of  the  ellate* 

im- 
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under  his  enfigns  as  he  thinks  fitj 
and  hence  his  armies  are  much  more 
numerous,  than  thofe  of  the  Euro~ 
pean  powers,  whofe  empires  are  much 
lefs  extenfive,  and  whole  dominion 
is  lefs  abfolute  j  but  at  the  fame  time, 
it  is  well  known  that  his  Janizaries, 
his  befi:  foldiers,  the  fupport  and 
flrengch  of  his  empire,  are  the  fons 
of  chriftian  parents,  who  are  no  way 
indebted  to  Polygamy  for  their  in- 
creafe. 

But,  fuppofe  the  cafe  otherwife,- 
the  number  of  the  Grand  Seignior’s 
forces  inferreth  nothing  in  favour  of 
Polygamy,  for  the  rcafcms  now  men¬ 
tioned. 

The  only  queftion  is.  Whether 
the  inhabitants  of  thofe  countries,  over 
which  he  is  tyrant,  are  become  more 
numerous  fince  the  admiffion  of  Po¬ 
lygamy  amongft  them  ?  And  it  is 
evident  to  demonftration ,  that  they 

*  ari 
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are  not.  Notwithftanding  the 
fupplies  they  have  received  (  and  do 
daily)  from  their  depredations  on  the 
European  borders  [j,  fometimes  to  the 


II  It  is  well  known,  that  the  Crtm'^Tartars 
make  a  trade  of  ravageing  the  borders  of  Pe- 
landy  and  Mufcovy^  and  carrying  the  inhabitants 
into  flavery  to  Conftantinopk^  &c.  beilde  the 
Tiirkijh  depredations  in  the  Levant,  See  Chirr- 
chilfr  CoUeSiion  of  Voyages,,  p,  530. 

Olearitis  relateth,  that  the  Circadian  Tartars 
trade  with  one  another  in  horfes,  lads,  and 
maids,  which  they  flea!  from  the  frontiers  of 
Mufcov}\  p.  165. 

And  Biifbeqmasj  p.  103.  that  at  the  gates  of 
Conjiantimpk  he  met  with  whole  w^aggon-’ioads 
of  boys  and  girls  brought  from  Hungary  to 
Conftantinople  to  be  fold,  and  that  no  merchan¬ 
dize  is  more  frec|uent  among  them  than  that  ; 
belides  the  fale  ot  flaves  taken  in  war,  which, 
is  a  gainful  trade,  p.  158,  159. 

The  Perftans  have  their  Georgians  to  fupply 
their  armies,  as  the  Turks  their  Janizaries^ 
p.  259. 

The  north  coafl;  of  the  Black  fea,  from  the 
lake  Moeotis  to  Mingrelia,,  is  full  of  woods  in¬ 
habited  by  -  a  fort  of  mountaineers ,  called 
Cbercksj  who  are  not  fubjeff  to  the  Turks,,  bur 
trade  with  all  ikips  as  they  pafs  by  for  llaves 
male  and  female,  with  which  they  furnifh  the 
Turk (^Univ,  Travel  p.  814.)  by  which  the 
country  is  difpeopled.  Ibid,  p.  815. 
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amount  of  half  a  million  of  fouls  at 
once.  Nay,  whoever  compareth  the 
prefent  ftate  of  thofe  countries  with 
the  antient,  in  the  times  of  the  Greeks^ 
and  Romans,  will  find  abundant  rea- 
fon  to  conclude,  that  not  with  ftanding 
their  imaginary  increafc  from  Polyga¬ 
my,  they  do  not  now  contain  one 
half,  nay,  not  one  tenth  of  their  an¬ 
tient  either  heathen  or  chriftian  inha¬ 
bitants,  Their  great  and 
cities  are  either  in  utter  ruine,  or  in 
comparative  dcfolation  j|  3  and  no 
new  ones  worth  nameing  are  rifen 
up  in  their  ftead.  The  place  of  ma¬ 
ny  of  them  is  not  fo  much  as  to  be 
found  3  and  many  others  are  only 
knowm  by  fome  remain  of  antient 
magnificence,  or  Tome  monument  of 


II  I  fim  feniible  that  Grand  Cairo  is  an  excep¬ 
tion  to  this  obfervation,  and  pofTibly  fo  may 
Conjiantinople  in  point  of  inhabitants  :  but  thefe 
exceptions  no  way  affeft  the  truth  of  the  gene¬ 
ral  obfervation. 


more 
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more  diftinguifhed  ruine  j  the  prefent 
rude  race  that  poflefs  them,  ftrangers 
to  culture,  and  enemies  to  art  and 
elegance,  have  fpread  mifery  and  de- 
folation  where*ever  they  came. 

With  what  heavy  kearts  do  all 
travellers  of  tafte,  or  common  huma¬ 
nity,  traverfe  thefe  fad  ruines  of  an- 
tient  grandeur !  furveying  their  pre¬ 
fent  devaftation  with  an  eaual  mix¬ 
ture  of  pity  and  contempt  ^  and  ag- 
gravateing  it  by  comparifon  with 
their  antient  glory  5  in  a  word,  who¬ 
ever  will  allow  himfelf  time  and  at¬ 
tention  enough  to  furvey  the  feveral 
regions  of  this  great  empire,  whether 
in  their  pagan  or  chriftian  ftate,  and 
compare  that  with  their  prefent  depo¬ 
pulation,  will  have  as  much  reafon 
.  to  believe  that  the  prefent  Athini 
tranfcendeth  the  antient  Athens^  or 
the  molque  at  Jerufakm,  Solomons 
temple,  as  that  Polygamy  hath  peo¬ 
pled  AJia. 

I  t  Nay, 
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N  AY,  the  contrary  to  this  is  fo 
demonftrably  true ,  that  whoever 
throughly  confidereth  the  Hate  of  that 
empire,  will  have  abundant  reafon  to 
conclude,  that  if  it  were  not  for  their 
conftant  fupplies  of  chriftian  captives  ||, 
and  that  policy  faral  to  Chrijiendom, 
of  fupporting  their  empire  by  chrif¬ 
tian  natives  educated,  and  perverted 
to  Mahometifm,  the  Turks  had  long 
fince  ceafed  to  be  a  people  3  nor 
doth  it  require  great  fagacity  to 
forefee,  that  whenever  that  policy 
ceafech,  ( as  it  is  faid  to  be  in  its  f  de¬ 
cline) 


II  And  therefore  Sir  Pau/  Ricaut  very  judi« 
cioiifly  obferveth,  that  the  checking  of  that 
trade  would  be  the  moll  effe6lual  way  of 
weakening  this  empire. 

j'  The  Janizaries  are  now  become  a  conli- 
derable  body  in  this  empire,  as  the  Praetorian 
bands  were  in  the  Ro??ian  5  and  the  T/irks  are 
laid,  by  bribeing  their  offcers,  to  procure  the 
admiffion  of  many  of  their  children  into  it,  in- 
Head  of  thole  of  chriftians.  Whether  any  of 

them 
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dine  )  their  empire  will  not  long  fur- 
vive  it. 

But  ftill  it  is  objeded,  that  China 
and  'Japan  are  confelTedly  the  beft 
peopled  regions  of  the  earth,  and  in 
them  Polygamy  remarkably  prevail" 
eth. 

In  anfwer  to  this,  I  fhall  beg  leave 
to  conuder  the  ftate  of  both  thefe 
countries  in  a  very  particular  manner 
with  relation  to  this  point  ;  and 
doubt  not  to  demonftrate  to  the  con- 
vidion  of  the  meaneft  capacity,  that 
the  number  of  inhabitants  in  each  of 
thefe  empires,  is  fo  far  from  being  in- 
creafed,  that  it  is  greatly  check’d  by 


them  are  admitted,  by  the  fame  means,  into 
the  feminaries  of  the  Ichoglans  and  Agiamoglans 
(which  were  originally  to  confift  of  chrillians) 
I  cannot  fay. 

I  5 
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Polygamy  :  and  that  the  excefs  of 
females  above  males  in  thofe  countries, 
(if  in  truth  they  do  exceed)  is  owing 
to  other  caufes  than  the  proportion  of 
their  natural  increafe. 

I N  the  firfl:  place  then,  I  believe 
it  will  be  allowed,  that  the  great  na¬ 
tural  increafe  of  people  in  all  countries, 
is  from  the  increafe  of  the  populace. 
Now  the  common  people  in  China, 
who  are  there,  as  in  all  other  countries, 
the  bulk  of  the  people,  and  an  ex¬ 
ceeding  majority ,  marry  but  one 
wife  •  and  confequently  the  increafe 
of  that  people  above  all  others  is  not 
due  to  Polygamy.  If  the  increafe  of 
inhabitants  in  any  country  were  du^ 
to  Polygamy,  the  inhabitants  would 
certainly  be  found  to  increafe  moft  in 
thofe  countries,  {cateris  paribuijwhcre 
that  practice  was  found  to  be  moft 
prevalent  with  the  greater  part  of  the 
people  5  as  in  ‘Turkey  for  example, 

(where 
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(where  it  remarkably  prevaileth  |j ) 
whereas  in  fadt  it  is  ocherwile  :  and 
the  common  people  in  China  who 
marry  but  one  wife,  increafe  fafter 
than  thofe  of  the  Turks,  who  marrv 
many  5  and  there  is  reafon  to  believe, 
that  this  prailice  hath  not  long  pre¬ 
vailed  even  among  the  people  of  bet¬ 
ter  condition  in  China.  The  reafon 
why  the  common  people  of  China 
marry  but  one  wife,  is  exprefly  men¬ 
tioned  in  fome  accounts  of  that  coun¬ 
try,  and  eafily  collefled  from  all  the 
reft  5  they  buy  their  wives  there,  ( as 
they  do  almoft  all  over  the  Eaft)  and 
are  unable  to  purchafe  and  maintain 
more  than  one  5  nor  can  it  well  be 
otherwife,  except  in  thofe  parts  of  the 
world,  where  the  original  inhabitants 


II  But  with  this  difference,  that  the  bulk  of 
common  people  in  Turkey  are  chrillians,  who 
are  found  in  fa£t  to  have  more  children  by  one 
wife^  than  the  ^urks  by  many.  See  Salmons 
prefent  State  of  the  Turkilh  Efnpire^  ch.  vi. 

I  4 
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are  fiavcs  and  poor,  and  their  tyrants 
rich,  ■&sm‘I‘urky,  or  where  the  wives 
are  reduced  to  fuch  an  abjedt  ftate  of 
flavery  as  to  maintain  both  themfelves 
and  their  husbands  by  hard  labour  5 
as  in  fome  parts  of  Jfv'ic, 

In  the  next  place,  the  Ch  'mefe  have 
for  four  thoufand  years  paft  enjoyed 
the  advantage  of  more  peace  and  bet¬ 
ter  civil  inftitutions  than  any  region 
under  heaven  f  hath  for  fuch  a 
length  of  time  5  and  if  mankind  are 
doubled  in  the  ordinary  flateof  things 
in  the  compafs  of  about  ^00  years, 
we  may  ealily  conceive  why  China 
(fo  advantaged  far  beyond  the  ordinary 
condition  of  other  countries)  fhould 
be  the’  beft  peopled  region  of  the 
earth  j|. 

I  N 


^  See  Navarette'’ j  Accounts  China,  Chur¬ 
chill's  Collet,  of  Trav.  YoL  L  ch.  v. 

II  In  any  place  or  country  where  the  num-? 
her  of  people  is  to  the  annual  increafe  in  a  con- 
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I  N  the  next  place,  when  China 
was  conquered,  as  it  hath  been  twice 

by 


ftant  given  ratio ;  and  where  they  are  neither 
diminilhed  by  the  emigration  of  the  natives, 
nor  augmented  by  the  acceflion  of  llrangers, 
the  time  in  which  the  inhabitants  will  be 
doubled,  may  be  determined  in  the  following 
manner. 

Let  the  number  of  people  be  to  the  annual 
increafe  as  N  to  A-,  confequently  N  A"  A  will 
be  as  the  number  of  people  after  one  year  » 

and  fbrafrnuch  as  N.  NA-A.  ^ 

N  '  ' 

are  in  continued  proportion,  ^4-^1 

N 

be  as  the  number  of  people  after  two  years, 

j  2  J  ^ 

and  as  the  number  after  three  years, 

and  fo  on.  And  if  7“  be  put  to  denote'  the 
years  wherein  the  number  will  be  doubled, 

w  e  fhall  have  this  equation  ^4-^  _  ^  A^and 

N.  r— .1 

S£r=  .  and  - 

^  Log.  N  -f-  ^  . —  Log.  N. 

Now  from  Dr.  Hally  s  obfervations  on  the  bills 
of  mortality  at  Brejlaw^  it  appeareth,  that  of 
29  perfons  one  dies  annually ;  and  that  the 
deaths  are  to  the  births  as  i  to  1.055,  confe- 
f  quently 
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by  the  Tartars^  cho'  great  numbers 
of  the  natives  were  (lain,  yet  was 


quently  the  number  of  people  is  to  the  annual 
increale,  as  29  to  0.055,  that  in  this  cafe 
iV-b-^=29055  and  N=2<^ooo  5  and  the  diffe¬ 
rence  of  their  logarithms,  viz,  8229  dividing 
the  logarithm  of  2,  viz,  3010300  gives  366  for 
the  number  of  years  in  which  the  inhabitants 
of  Etc  flaw  will  be  doubled.  Again,  from  the 
beft  obfervations  it  appeareth,  that  throughout 
England-)  of  40  perfons  one  dies  annually  •  and 
Mr.  Derbam  tells  us,  that  the  deaths  are  to 
the  births  as  i  to  1.12.  confequently  the  num¬ 
ber  of  people  in  England  is  to  the  annual  in- 
creafe  as  40  to  o.  i  z,  and  therefore 
4012,  and  A^=:4ooo  and  the  difference  ot  their 
logarithms,  vtz-,  13009  dividing  the  logarith 
of  2  as  before,  gives  231  for  the  number  of 
years  in  which  the  people  of  England  will  be 
doubled  ;  which  is  a  little  lefs  than  two  thirds 
of  the  time  requilite  at  Brejlaw^  The  reafon 
of  this  difparity  is,  that  in  England  they  are 
lefs  mortal  than  at  Brejlaw  in  the  proportion 
of  29  to  40  \  and  more  prolific  in  the  propor¬ 
tion  of  1120  to  1055. 

And  tho'  we  Ihould  fuppofe  the  inhabitants 
of  fome  countries  more  mortal  and  lefs  prolific 
than  thofe  at  EreJlaWj  and  others  lefs  mortal 
and  more  prolific  than  thofe  of  En glands  yet 
ftill  300  years  may  be  eftimated  at  a  medium 
as  the  time  in  which  mankind  under  the  cir- 
cumftances  firfl  laid  down,  will  be  doybled. 

that 


POLYGAMY. 

that  dcvaftation  more  than  made  up 
by  a  vaft  influx  of  the  conquerors 
from  that  inexhauftible  hive  of  Tav^ 
tary. 

Their  armies  were  mighty,  many, 
and  fucceffive  5  and  as  they  gained 
ground,  they  invited  their  friends  to 
follow  them  5  many  of  their  wives 
attended  them  in  the  expedition  ||j  as 
others  followed  in  great  numbers 
infomuch  that  in  the  lafl:  conqueft  of 
China,  the  imperial  cities  of  ‘Pekin 
and  Ivankin  were  wholly  peopled 
anew  by  Tartars  ;  the  natives  being 
forced  out  into  other  habitations  j 
and  if  we  confider  the  incredible  num¬ 
bers  of  men  faid  to  dwell  in  thefe  ci¬ 
ties,  the  vaft  numbers  of  Tartars  fent 
to  guard  the  great  wall,  and  to  garri- 


(J  Palafox’^  ConqueJ}  o/' China  hy  the  Tartars. 
P-  583. 

*  Ibid.  p.  534. 

■f  Ibid.  p.  4JJ. 


fon 
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fon  all  the  other  towns  and  cities  of 
this  mighty  empire  after  the  com^ueft, 
we  fliall  have  reafon  to  believe,  that 
China  gained  an  increafe  of  inhabi¬ 
tants  by  this  revolution. 

This  point  then  is  I  hope  fuffi- 
ciently  clear,  that  China  doth  not 
owe  the  number  of  its  people  to  Po- 

Let  us  now  confider  the  fuppofed 
excefs  of  females  above  males  in  that 
empire,  and  fee  whether  that  (fup- 
pofcing  it  faft )  can  be  accounted  for 
upon  other  principles  than  the  pro¬ 
portion  of  their  natural  increafe. 

In  the  firft  place  then,  the  number 
of  males  flain  in  the  laft  cont^ueft  of 
China  greatly  exceeded  (  as  it  ordina¬ 
rily  happeneth)  that  of  the  females  f  5 


>, 

4  Palafox’j  Conqmft  of  CKinZy  p.  578. 

and 
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and  vve  are  told  that  the  T %vtars  took 
none  of  the  Chinefe  women  to  wife 
for  three  or  four  years  after  their 
conqueft  5  f  before  which  time  they 
had  women  enough  from  their  own 
country.  And  as  fome  millions  of 
men  were  flain  in  this  conqueft,  and 
the  civil  commotions  precedeing  it,  it 
is  evident  that  great  numbers  of  wo¬ 
men  muft  be  left  at  this  time  defti- 
1  tute  of  husbands. 

I 

I 

s 

I N  the  next  place,  whereas  there 
i  are  three  fedls  of  Bonzi  or  Monks, 
who  profefs  celibacy  in  China^  we 
are  aflured  that  there  were  three  mil¬ 
lions  of  only  one  lecft  of  thole  monks 
in  China^  at  the  time  of  the  Tartar 
conqueft  || ,  a  number  fingly  fuffi- 
cient  to  create  a  great  excels  of  un¬ 
married  females  5  and  at  the  fame 


f  Palafox’i  Qonqiiefi  of  China^  p.  55^^. 

)j  Ibid.  p.  4^0. 

time 
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time  greatly  to  check  the  increafe  of 
that  people  j  and  this  upon  fuppofi- 
rion  that  the  other  two  fe(5ts  made  up 
no  number  worth  mentioning,  which 
however  we  have  no  reafon  to  be¬ 
lieve  ;  fince  the  firft  of  thefe,  which  is 
the  learned  fed:,  hath  temples  dedi¬ 
cated  to  Confucius  in  every  town  and 
city,  befides  thofe  to  doing- Hoang 
the  tutelar  genius  of  the  empire,  thofe 
dedicated  to  the  Spirit  of  fire,  the 
God  of  the  waters,  and  many  others  5 
and  all  thofe  temples  muft  have 
priefts  to  attend  them^. 


W  E  are  alfo  told,  that  the  fecond 
fed  hath  very  many  temples  through¬ 
out  all  China  jj,  but  with  this  abate¬ 
ment,  that  fome  of  their  priefts 
marry. 


A  s  to  the  third,  viz.  the  idol  fed 
of  India,  their  monafteries,  pagodes. 


*  Navarette.  B.  IL  ch*  ix» 

11  Ibid. 
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and  priefts  are  confefledly  innume¬ 
rable.  'Theh  temples^  faith  ]^ava~ 
rette  j|,  are  innumerable^  feme  han^e 
five  hundred^  fame  eight  hundred ^ 
fame  a  thoufand  Bon%es.  And  if  we 
add  to  all  thefe  the  number  of  her¬ 
mits  difperfed  throughout  the  whole 
empire,  we  (hall  have  reafon  to  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  whole  of  the  reclufes 
and  monaftics  of  China  will  amount 
to  at  leaft  twice  three  millions  5 
which  I  am  fatisfied  is  much  more 
than  the  furplus  number  of  wives  in¬ 
dulged  by  the  permiffion  of  a  plura¬ 
lity  throughout  that  empire. 

The  laft  check  (that  I  fiiall  men¬ 
tion)  upon  the  increafe  of  people  in 
Chlna^  and  fuch  as  at  the  fame  time 
leaveth  a  great  number  of  females  of 
neceflity  un mated,  is  the  great  num¬ 
ber  of  eunuchs  made  and  maintained 


)j  Navarettey  B.  TL  ch.  ix. 
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throughout  that  empire ,  to  be  a 
guard  upon  their  fcraglio’s.  An  em¬ 
pire  where  the  nobility  and  men  of 
wealth  are  more  numerous  than  in 
any  other  under  heaven.  We  are  in* 
formed  from  'Navarette,  that  when 
'Kun.  Chi,  the  laft  'Tartar  conqueror 
died,  (  which  was  about  eighty  years 
ago)  there  were  fix  thoufand  eunuchs 
turned  out  of  the  palace  at  once:  and 
we  are  informed  by  Turchas,  of  fix- 
teen  thoufand  in  the  palace  at  once  5 
and  of  three  thoufand  chofen  into  it 
at  one  time  out  of  twenty  thoufand 
prefented.  For  as  this  is  a  great  pre-* 
ferment,  the  poorer  fort  throughout 
the  empire  emafculate  their  handibme 
fons  in  hopes  of  this  preferment  [|. 

From  all  which  it  appeareth,  that 
the  great  number  of  females  in  China 


II  Univerfal  i'ravelkrj  p.  672.  of  the  Diillifi 
Edition. 
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left  to  fupply  the  feraglio’s  of  plura- 
lifts  is  intirely  owing  to  the  Tartaf 
conqueft,  to  that  fuperftitious  celiba~ 
cy  and  that  cruel  eviration  which  pre™ 
vail  there  5  the  firft  oi  ■which  deftroy- 
ed  fo  many  native  males,  as  the 
two  latter  daily  cut  off  fuch  an  infi¬ 
nite  number  of  men  from  their  natu¬ 
ral  rights,  and  from  difchargeing  the 
duties  they  owe  to  fociety ;  and  how 
much  the  increafe  of  people  in  this 
empire  is  check’d  by  thefe  abomina¬ 
tions,  let  any  man  of  common  un- 
derftanding  judge. 

Further  yet  ;  That  the  increafe 
of  people  in  that  country,  is  check’d 
by  Polygamy ,  will  appear  clearly 
from  another  proof  ;  and  that  is, 
fliewing  that  in  fadt,  notwithftanding 
the  advantages  it  hath  over  all  other 
countries,  it  is  not  the  belt  peopled 
country  in  the  world. 


K 


Some 
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Some  writers  of  good  note  make 
China  as  large  as  all  Europe  5  now, 
fuppofe  it  only  half  as  large,  it  is  evi¬ 
dently  more  than  ten  times  as  large 
zs  England 'j  the  inhabitants  of 
are  found  by  the  exaifefl:  computa¬ 
tion  to  be  about  fifty-eight  millions||, 
thofe  of  England  are  eftimated  at  ele¬ 
ven  5  if  this  computation  be  right,  it 
is  evident  that  China  is  not  half  as 
well  peopled  as  England. 


11  So  Salmon  computeth  them  after  Newhoff^ 
Mod.  Htft.  VoL  1.  ch.  i. 

Tho^  Kircher  would  have  us  believe  that  the 
very  men  are  fo  many  ( China  lUuJlratay  Part 
IV.  c.  ii.)  by  his  account  the  men  are  ten  to 
a  family  in  feveral  provinces  of  the  empire  ; 
and  fix  and  a  half  at  a  medium  throughout, 
which  is  incredible. 

Now,  fuppofe  the  women  as  numerous, 
then  every  family  in  China  will  contain  thirteen 
men  and  women  one  with  another  beiides  chil¬ 
dren,  which  is  abfolutely  impoflible  in  the 
nature  of  things,  for  then  every  man  and  wife 
mull  at  their  firfl  going  together  into  a  houfe 
of  their  own,  have  eleven  flaves  to  attend  them. 

The 
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The  inhabitants  of  China  have 
not  been  diminiflied,  that  we  know  - 
of,  for  fome  thoufands  of  years,  by 
wars,  by  commerce,  or  by  colonies, 
as  thofe  of  England  are  and  have  been 
daily  diminilTred  by  all  thefe  drains, 
in  all  parts  of  the  habitable  world  5 
and  yet  they  are  more  numerous  in 
proportion  5  it  is  evident  then  that 
the  natives  of  England  ||  are  and  have 
been  much  more  increafed  by  Mono¬ 
gamy,  than  thofe  of  China  by  Po¬ 
lygamy. 

The  cafe  of  Japan  is,  I  own, 
wholly  different  from  that  of  China 
in  the  bufinefs  of  Eunuchifm  ;  for  no 
fuch  cuftom  prevaileth  there  that  I 
can  find,  (for  here  women  are  attend¬ 
ed  by  women  flaves). 


II  If  it  be  objefted  that  the  inhabitants  of 
England  have  been  greatly  increafed  by  foreign 
acceffions  \  I  anfwer^  fo  hath  Chma  in  propor¬ 
tion. 

k:  2 
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11  But  then  ocher  abominations 
which  are  the  natural  and  neceflary 
confequences  of  Polygamy  have  the 
very  fame  influence  upon  that  people, 
and  equally  defeat  the  ends  of  focietyj 
I  mean,  thofe  deteftable  and  abomi¬ 
nable  profticutions  of  both  fexes  pub- 
lickly  permitted  and  encouraged 
throughout  that  whole  empire  3  to 
the  infinite  reproach  of  that  reafon 
whofe  fufficiency  is  fo  celebrated. 

i 

Now,  the  confequences  of  thefe 
profticutions  are  thefe. 

First,  that  great  numbers  of  men 
indulged  in  this  licentious  way  are 
diverted  from  regular  marriages. 

Secondly  ,  that  many  of  the 
unhappy  creatures  fo  expofed,  efpe- 


jl  See  Kemfer’5  Hiji.  of  Japan  Eng.  p.  i6o, 
4165  600. 
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dally  of  the  male  fex,  perifh  young. 
And 

T  H  I  R  D  L  Y,  that  they  who  live 
longer  in  this  vile  profeffion,  are  yet 
utterly  ufelefs  to  all  the  purpofes  of 
propagation. 

And  that  thefe  proftitutlons  are 
the  natural  confequences  of  Polygamy 
is  evident,  inafmuch  as  a  great  num¬ 
ber  of  women  unnaturally  fliut  up  in 
feraglio’s,  of  neceffity  leaveth  a  great 
number  of  men  deprived  of  their  na¬ 
tural  rights  5  thefe  men  however  muft 
be  indulged,  and  there  is  no  pofli- 
bility  of  indulgeing  them  but  by  pub¬ 
lic  proftitutions. 

And  thus  (to  fay  nothing  of  men) 
are  all  orders  and  degrees  of  women 
in  that  empire  differently  diftreffed : 
fome  by  the  craveings  and  miferies  of 
natural  wants  unindulged  3  and  others 
by  all  the  abufes  of  brutality  and 

K  5  excefs  5 
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excefs  5  and  can  any  man  who  hath 
the  leaf!:  remains  either  of  virtue  or 
humanity  need  ampler  or  more  ag¬ 
gravated  proofs  of  the  evils  of  Poly¬ 
gamy,  than  fuch  as  this  fingle  confi- 
deration  will  fuggeft  i 

Now,  the  infinite  number  of  bro¬ 
thels  throughout  that  empire,  and  the 
prodigious  refort  to  them  is,  I  think, 
a  plain  proof,  that  the  men  are  a 
great  rriajority  there  j  for  this  flieweth 
that  a  great  part  of  the  people  hath  a 
demand  for  proftitutes. 

T  o  illuftrate  this  by  a  parallel 
iflftance  ;  the  proftitutes  licenfed  for 
the  fingle  city  of  Ifpahan  are,  we  are 
told,  forty  thoufand  5  now,  fup- 
pofe  one  half  of  thofe  that  refort  to 
thefe,  to  be  married  men,  yet  muft 
we  fuppofe  at  leaf!:  eighty  thoufand 


Fryars  ^raveky  p.  35?  5. 
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unmarried  men  in  that  city  j  other'- 
wife  there  were  no  occafion  for  fuch 
a  number  of  licences ;  and  can  we 
imagine  that  the  women  fhut  up  in 
the  leraglio’s  of  that  city  amount  to 
half  that  number  ?  No  furely  5  for 
the  rich  in  all.  great  cities  are  compa¬ 
ratively  few  5  and  they  only  can  keep 
a  plurality  of  wives  (which  is  the  cafe 
of  all  countries  where  the  women  are 
fhut  up)  5  whereas  then  there  are 
more  brothels  licenfed  and  encou¬ 
raged  in  Japan  than  in  any  region 
of  the  earth,  it  is  plain,  that  there 
muft  be  more  unmarried  men  in  it, 
and  this  reafoning  is  ftrengthened  by 
confidering,  that  there  hath  been  no 
deftrudfion  of  men  there  for  many 
ages,  either  by  war  or  commerce, 
which  in  other  countries  greatly  con¬ 
tribute  to  reduce  the  males  to  an 
equality  with  the  females. 

There  is  befides  this,  another 
check  upon  their  increafe  5  and  that 

K  4  iSj 
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is,  the  power  all  men  of  fortune  have 
over  their  flaves,  whom  they  can  flay 
at  will,  and  whom  they  often  call 
upon  to  flay  themfelvcs  at  their  en¬ 
tertainments  out  of  gaiety  and  gallan¬ 
try  5  as  alfo  the  cuftom  which  pre- 
vaileth  among  thofeflaves,  of  facrlfice- 
ing  themfelves  in  great  numbers  (horn 
twenty  to  forty  at  a  time)  at  the 
graves  of  their  lords  who  being 
very  numerous  ( poffibly  more  fo  in 
proportion  to  the  extent  of  the  em- 
rjire  than  even  in  China) ;  their  deaths 
muft:  create  a  great  flaughter  of  males, 
and  confequently  a  great  number  of 
widowed  wives,  and  helplefs  orphans 
to  be  added  to  their  brothels  and  fe- 
raglio’s. 

But  the  principal  check  upon 
their  increafe  here,  as  well  as  in  Chi- 


Mandelfo^^  Travels^  po  142, 


na^ 
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na,  is  the  celibacy  of  the  priefthood 
which  is  here  incredibly  numerous 

And  whereas  there  are  twelve 
feds  in  this  empire,  each  of  which 
are  inftruded  by  prsefts  of  their  own, 
the  ecclefiaftics  of  eleven  of  thefe  are 
prohibited  to  marry  under  pain  of 
death  but  indulged  in  an  abomi¬ 
nable  licence  of  another  kind. 

And  we  learn  from  Kemfer"^^  that 
tho’  two  orders  of  the  twelfth  fed 
are  permitted  to  marry  yet  they  fel- 
dom  do  fo. 

N  o  w,  whereas  thefe  priefts  are  in 
one  part  fo  numerous  as  to  equal 
about  a  tenth  part  of  the  layety  t , 


II  Mandelfo'j  travels  p.  154.  Kemfer^  p.  a26 
487,  238,  29. 

f  Mandelfo,  p.  154.  Canidius  Churchiil’j 
Colhd'.  \^oJ.  L  p.  488. 

^  Ibid.  p.  305,  __ 

t  ibid,  Kemier^  p.  487. 

how 
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how  greatly  this  feclufion  of  fuch 
numbers  of  men  from  marriage  muft 
multiply  number  of  women  above 
thofe  of  rbe  married  men  in  that  part, 
and  confequently  provide  fupplies  for 
flews  and  the  feraglio’s  of  the  rich,  is 
fufhciently  obvious. 

But  then  it  mufl;  be  remembered, 
that  thefe  monaftics  are  only  thus  nu¬ 
merous  at  Miaco,  the  refidence  of 
their  ecclefiaftical  emperor  j  and  this 
fuppofed  excefs  of  females  in  one  city 
can  bear  no  proportion  to  that  natural 
excels  of  males  throughout  an  empire 
lo  extenfive  and  fo  populous. 


Now,  if  we  fuppofe  the  priefthood 
even  half  fo  numerous  in  other  parts 
of  the  empire,  which  is  a  large  fup- 
polition,  this  however  in  a  nation 
w  here  men  are  not  exhaufted  either 
by  war  or  navigation ,  wdll  fcarce 
bring  the  females  to  an  et^uality  with 
the  marriageable  males,  and  confe- 

quently 
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quently  there  can  be  no  furplus  of 
women  for  Polygamy. 

And  indeed  I  think  it  evident  from 
the  beft  accounts  of  this  empire,  that 
there  is  rather  a  fcarcity  of  women 
throughout  it  than  any  exceeding ; 
confequently  the  increafe  of  the  na- 
Itives  is  much  more  check’d  than  pro- 
Imoted  by  Polygamy5  and  one  proof 
[of  this  fcarcity  of  women  (befides  the 
multitudes  of  their  male  and  female 
proftitutes)  is,  that  guards  are  kept 
upon  the  outroads  of  the  imperial 
I  city,  to  hinder  women  from  being 
[carried  away  from  it  |[. 

I 

I  But,  fuppofe  the  cafe  otherwife, 
land  fuppofe  the  married  men  in  Ja- 
\pan  to  beget  more  children  by  their 
[many  wives  than  they  could  if  con- 
I  fined  to  one,  will  this  prove  the  num¬ 
ber  of  mankind  beft  increafed  by  Po¬ 


ll 
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lygamy  ?  the  plain  aueftion  is,  Whe¬ 
ther  they  are  more  increafed  in  that 
way,  than  they  would  be,  if  every 
man  in  that  empire  were  indulged  in 
the  right  of  marriage  with  one  wife  ? 
and  I  believe,  no  man  of  common 
fenfe,  and  knowledge  in  the  ftate  of 
that  country,  will  infill  that  they 
are. 

But  Hill  it  may  be  urged,  that 
the'  inhabitants  of  this  empire  are  very 
numerous. 

I  own  they  are,  and  fo  mull  the 
inhabitants  of  every  nation  under 
heaven  be  in  length  of  time,  how¬ 
ever  their  increafe  may  be  check’d  by 
Polygamy,  if  we  fuppofe  that  increafe 
uncheck’d  by  ill  government,  igno¬ 
rance  of  the  arts  of  life,  and  the 
drains  of  war ,  pellilence  f ,  com- 


f  The  plague  is  not  known  in  Japan.  See 
Salmon's  prefent  State  o/’ Japan. 
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merce^  and  colonies  :  which  hath 
been  remarkably  the  cafe  of  Japan 
for  many  ages,  (nay,  they  are  gene¬ 
rally  believed  to  increafe  under  all 
thefe  difadvantages)  tho’  ill  govern¬ 
ment  always  driveth  them  away. 

L  E  T  us  fuppofe  Japan  as  full  of 
inhabitants  as  it  can  hold,  which  I 
believe  is  not  the  cafe,  fince  the  in¬ 
habitants  are  prohibited  to  cjuit  the 
empire  upon  pain  of  death  5  whereas 
if  they  were  overcharged,  they  would 
be  glad  to  be  eafed  5  however,  fup¬ 
pofe  this  to  be  really  the  cafe,  Are 
mankind  born  only  for  one  country  ? 

Suppose  Japan  throughly  peopled. 
Is  the  world  fo  ?  Moft  certainly  it  is 
not. 

■  Why  then  fliould  the  increafe  of 
its  citizens  be  check’d,  as  it  certainly 
is  by  Polygamy,  and  the  confequence 
of  it,  Proflitution  ?  And  by  a  fuper- 
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flitious  feclufion  of  great  numbers  of 
males  from  marriage  ? 

Give  me  leave  to  add,  that  chrif' 
tian  ftates  are  not  altogether  uncon¬ 
cerned  in  the  confequences  of  fuch 
leclufions. 

By  this  rime  I  hope  it  clearly  ap- 
peareth,  that  the  number  of  mankind 
is  far  from  being  increafed  either  in 
China  or  Japan  by  the  permiffion  of 
Polygamy  5  quite  otherwife,  the  in- 
creafe  of  the  human  fpecies  is  mani- 
feftly  check’d,  and  their  miferies  mul¬ 
tiplied  by  that  permiffion,  not  only 
in  thofe  regions,  but  in  every  region 
of  the  habitable  world, 

I  fpeak  this  upon  full  convidtion, 
the  confequence  of  a  long  and  care¬ 
ful  inquiry  into  the  beft  accounts  I 
could  meet  with  of  all  the  parts  and 
portions  of  this  globe. 
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Upon  the  whole,  if  we'confider 
the  infinite  evils  derived  from  the 
pradlice  of  Polygamy  in  all  parts  of 
the  earth,  where  it  obtaineth,  upon 
the  men  by  the  luxury  of  fome,  the 
eviration  of  others,  and  the  exclufion 
of  Infinite  numbers  from  their  natural 
rights  :  upon  the  women  by  the  di- 
ftra<flions  of  envy  and  jealoufy,  by 
rageing  appetites  unindulged,  by  cruel 
confinement,  by  abje£l  flavery,  and 
a  feclufion  from  the  noblefi:  rights  of 
nature  and  fociety  :  and  upon  both, 
by  that  proftitution  and  brutality,  to 
which  great  numbers  of  both  are  ex- 
pofed  by  it  ;  and  laflly,  by  the  fe- 
clufion  of  both  from  that  right  and 
regular  commerce  of  the  fexes,  that 
true  focial  union  of  affedlion  and  in- 
terefts  which  God  intended,  and  na¬ 
ture  demandeth.  I  fay ,  whoever 
confidereth  all  thefe  evils,  and  abhor- 
reth  not  Polygamy  the  parent  of  them 
all,  that  man  hath  a  foul  utterly 

eftranged 
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eftranged  from  all  focial  and  benevo¬ 
lent  affedlions  ;  from  all  true  love  of 
liberty,  and  reverence  of  virtue  5  and 
from  all  awe,  honour,  and  venera¬ 
tion  of  the  Supreme  Being. 
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Dissertation  VII. 

H  E  lafl:  proof  of  the  muU 
tiplication  of  mankind  by 
Polygamy,  beyond  that 
by  fingle  marriages ,  is 
taken  from  the  prodigious  increafe  of 
mankind  in  the  ruder  and  more  bar¬ 
barous  ages  fufficiently  evidenced  by 

L  thofe 
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thofe  frequent  and  furious  fwarms 
from  the  northern  hive  5  which  have 
wholly  ceafed  for  fome  ages  paft, 
fince  the  eftablifhment  of Chriftianity ; 
that  is,  fince  Polygamy  and  promif- 
cuous  copulation  ceafed  amongft 
them  'j'. 

This  I  own  did  foraconfiderable 
time  appear  to  me  a  ftrong  argument 
in  favour  of  Polygamy  :  and  upon 
inquiry  I  found  it  fuch  as  required 
more  time  carefully  to  difcufs  and 
clearly  to  determine  than  can  well  be 
fuppofed  to  have  been  employed  upon 
it,  by  fome  very  ingenious  men  who 
read  only  for  their  pleafure. 

I  N  the  firft  place  then  I  think  it 
evident,  from  the  moft  antient  and 
authentic  accounts  of  the  northern  na¬ 
tions,  that  Polygamy  never  prevailed 


f  See  Sir  IV.  Temple  s  obfervations  on  the 
Netherlands^  p.  ii.Fol.  Ed. 
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much  amongft  them  before  the  efta- 
blifhment  of  Mahometifm. 

For  firft,  Herodotus,  and  T’rogus, 
who  feem  to  have  carefully  confidered 
the  manners  of  the  Scythians,  give  us 
no  hint  of  any  fuch  pra(ffice  prevail¬ 
ing  amongft  them  ;  tho’  their  other 
fingularities  are  carefully  noted. 
But  at  the  fame  time  it  muft  be 
owned,  that  they  are  mentioned  by 
Straho,  as  having  their  wives  and 
children  in  common. 

In  the  next  place,  ‘Pomponius  Me¬ 
la,  who  alfo  fhould  feem  to  have  been 
a  careful  inquirer,  found  no  fuch 
paadlice  among  any  of  the  northern 
nations  of  Europe,  except  that  of 
Phrace  only  5  who  probably  borrow¬ 
ed  it  from  their  AJiatk  neighbours. 
And  this  nation  only  of  all  the  Euro¬ 
peans  is  noted  by  Straho  ( 1.  7* )  on 
the  fame  account. 

L  2  f  T 


M7. 


14S 


Reflections  on 


s 


I T  is  true  we  are  told  by  'Tacku 
in  his  account  of  Germany,  chat  this 
{Germany)  was  almofl  the  only  na¬ 
tion  among  the  Barbarians,  where 
fingle  marriages  were  in  ufe  |;  but  in 
this  I  think  he  muft  be  miftaken  for 
the  reafons  now  mentioned.  Bcfides 
that ,  this  nation  are  fuppofed  by 
Strabo  to  have  been  called  Germans 
by  the  Romans,  becaufe  they  were 
Germani,  that  is ,  brethren  to  the 
Gauls.  And  indeed  the  Gauls  we 
hear  fo  often  of  in  the  Roman  hifto- 
rians  before  the  times  of  Cafar,  feem 
to  have  been  in  all  refpetSls  the  fame 
people,  Cafar  d  we  know  hath 
given  a  particular  account  of  their 
manners,  as  they  ftood  at  chat  time  5 


II  He  hath  alfo  obferved,  that  there  were 
fome  lew  of  this  nation,  who  thought  the  mar¬ 
riage  of  more  wives  than  one  a  dillinguilhing 
pre  -eminence  of  their  nobility, 

jj  Bell.  Gall.  L  vi. 
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and  yet  without  the  leaf!:  mention  of 
their  being  Polygamies  ;  which 
could  not  have  been  well  avoided, 
erpecially  when  he  defcribed  their 
manners  in  contradiftindtion  to  thofe 
of  the  Germans.  We  are  alio  told 
by  Strabo,  (1.  7.)  that  the  Germans 
are  in  their  manners  like  the  Gatth. 

But  thefe  writers  will  eafily  be 
reconciled,  if  we  fuppofe  that  Tacitus, 
confidering  Gaul  as  now  a  -Roman  pro¬ 
vince,  did  not  place  its  inhabitants 
among  the  number  of  the  Barbarians. 

I  T  is  obfervable  however,  belides 
all  this,  that  it  is  made  matter  of 
doubt  even  by  Tacitus  himfelf,  whe¬ 
ther  the  \j4ravifci  migrated  from 
Germany  into  Tannonia,  or  the  Oji 
defcended  into  Germany  from  them  5 
inafmuch  as  their  language,  manners, 
and  inftitutions  were  ftill  the  fame. 

L  3 
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But,  fuppofing  t\\t Germans  were 
the  only  nation  among  the  Barhari^ 
ans  that  abftained  from  Polygamy, 
it  is  evident  to  a  demonftration,  that 
they  multiplied  fafter  than  any  other 
nation  of  the  known  world.  And 
of  this  we  need  no  ocher  proof  than 
the  accounts  we  have  of  their  incre¬ 
dible  numbers,  their  continued  con¬ 
tentions  with  the  whole  Roman  power, 
and  their  almoft  as  continued  {laugh¬ 
ters  from  Marius  to  Gratian ;  noc- 
withftanding  which  they  at  laft  pre¬ 
vailed  over  the  whole  force  of  the 
empire,  and  were  eftabliflied  into  an 
empire  of  their  own,  at  lead:  as  much 
by  the  advantage  of  their  numbers  as 
their  prowefs. 

The  numbers  vanquiflied  by  Ma-' 
fius  were  prodigious :  and  yet  thofe 
fubdued  and  flaughtered  by  C^Jar 
were  much  more  confiderable.  Under 
the  reign  of  J^igujius^  2)fufus  we 

are 
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are  told  fubdued  the  greateft  and 
ftrongeft  nations  f  of  Germany  ;  and 
yet  notwithftanding  this  every  one 
knows  with  what  excefs  and  bitter- 
nefs  of  grief  that  emperor  was  wont, 
after  this,  to  call  upon 
Varus  to  reftore  thofe  legions,  which 
this  people  had  intirely  cut  off. 

In  the  fucceeding  reign  Germankus 
the  fon  of  ‘Tirufus^  after  many  hard 
and  dangerous  conflifts,  triumphed 
over  the  Germans^  who  yet  vexed 
the  Roman  territories  before  the  end  of 
it.  His  fon  Caligula  undertook  an 
expedition  againft  them,  but  return¬ 
ed  without  cither  conqueft  or  glory. 

I  N  the  reign  of  Vefpajian.,  ‘Rliny 
the  elder  found  materials  enough  for 
an  ample  hiftory  of  the  Roman  wars 
with  the  Germans,  which  he  compofed 


Maximas  fortiffimafque  gentes  Germaniae, 

L  4  in 
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in  twenty  books.  '^Un.  Ep.  1-  iii. 

Ep.  V. 


And  it  is  obferved  by  Tacitus, 
that  from  the  confulate  of  CaciUus 
Metellus  to  the  fecond  confulate  of 
Trajan,  (a  fpace  of  about  2  1  o  years) 
the  Romans  were  employed  in  fabdu- 
ing  the  Germans  :  in  which  fpace  I 
think  it  evident  that  they  fuftained 
more  damage  from  that  nation  than 
frorn  all  the  reft  of  the  world  befldes. 
It  is  true,  Tacitus  hath  touched  but 
lightly  upon  theft  Ioffes  5  yet  he  can¬ 
not  help  owning  that  they  were  greater 
than  thofe  fuftained  from  the  Sam- 
fiites,  the  Carthaginians,  the  Spa¬ 
niards,  Gauls,  or  thtTarthians  ■, 
that  they  loft  five  confular  armies  to¬ 
gether  ,  befldes  the  legions  under 
Varus  3  that  neither  Marius,  Cafar, 
Tirufus,  Mero,  or  Germanicus  fub- 
dued  them  with  impunity  5  that  after 
this  they  became  the  invaders,  and 
drove  the  legions  from  their  ftations, 

and 
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and  grafped  at  Gaul-^  in  a  word,  that 
of  late  years  they  were  more  tri¬ 
umphed  over  than  fubdued. 


From  this  time  we  hear  little  of 
them  rill  the  reign  of  Marcus  Jure- 
lius,  who  was  fuccefsful  again  ft  them 
but  not  without  infinite  flaughter, 
and  lofs  of  his  armies  |j.  In  honour 
of  whofe  conquefts  over  them  and 
the  Savmata  their  allies,  that  noble 
pillar  which  bore  his  name  was 
eredled  to  him  by  decree  of  the  fenate. 
And  from  this  pillar  it  fufficiently 
appeareth,  that  the  Romans  themfelves 
then  thought  the  deliverance  of  their 
emperor  and  armies,  and  the  deftruc- 
tion  ot  their  enemies  wrought  by  the 
miraculous  interpofition  of  Almighty 
God 


I)  Univerfi  exercitus  Romani  perierunt. 
Eutrop,  1.  viii. 

^  See  Rubens's  delineation  of  this  pillar. 

N.  XV. 

* 
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But  whether  this  were  obtained 
by  the  prayers  of  the  chriftians,  or 
the  piety  of  the  emperor,  is  no  part 
of  my  prefent  purpofe  to  determine. 

CO  M  MO ‘DU  S  who  fucceeded 
him  is  obferved  by  hiftorians  to  have 
had  no  refemblance  of  his  father,  but 
in  his  fuccefs  againft  the  Germans. 

The  Germans  began  again  to  be 
troubiefome  under  the  reign  of  Max- 
imin  3  and  were  again  fubdued.  And 
yet  about  twenty  years  after  they  ra¬ 
vaged  the  empire  under  the  reign  of 
Valerian  5  and  penetrated  as  far  as 
Ravenna and  in  the  next  reign  as 
far  as  Spain.  Not  long  after,  Claudius 
Gothkus  flew  fifteen  thoufand  of 
them  in  one  battle  :  and  foon  after, 
Aurelian  (the  rapidity  of  whofe  con- 
Quefts  made  him  not  unworthily  to 
be  compared  to  Alexander)  recovered 
the  empire  from  them,  and  all  other 

Bar- 
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Barharians  ;  and  yet  in  the  compais 
of  a  very  few  years  they  pofTefTed 
themfelves  of  all  the  Gauls,  and  were 
expLilIed  by  Brohus,  who  flew  four 
hundred  thoufand  of  them,  and  took 
fixtecn  thoufand  into  pay. 

I N  the  reign  of  Dioclejian  they 
infefted  the  empire  by  fea  5  and  in 
the  fame  reign  Conftantius  flew  fixty 
thoufand  of  them  in  one  day  by 
land  ;  and  yet  from  this  time  to  the 
reign  of  Gratian,  which  was  about 
ninety  years,  they  found  the  Romans 
more  work  to  fubdue  and  keep  them 
within  bounds,  than  all  Barbadians 
of  all  other  denominations  :  as  any 
man  will  find,  who  will  be  at  the 
trouble  of  perufing  Ammianus  Mar- 
cellinus  5  who  obferveth  of  them, 
that  II  They  mere  a  nation  mho  by  their 
reftlefs  commotions  confounded  the  Ro¬ 


ll  L.  28.  c.  V.  Ed.  Gronov. 
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man  affa'in  ’without  meafure  or  end  5 
and  altho’  they  were  often  dminifloed 
jrom  the  ’very  beginning  by  a  variety 
of  chanceSy  yet  they  ojten  fprnng  up 
again  fofajt,  that  you  would  imagine 
they  had  been  unhurt  for  many  ages. 

From  hence  I  think  it  evident  to 
a  demonftration,  that  the  Germans^ 
who  were  ftrangers  not  only  to 
Polygamy,  but  to  promifcuous  copu¬ 
lations,  ftri(5l  obfervers  of  chaftity, 
and  the  obligations  of  the  marriage 
union  ||,  were  yet  the  moll:  prolific 
people  of  any  in  the  then  known 
world.  Confecjuently  that  the  fwarms 
of  the  northern  hive  were  not  owing 
to  thofe  pradices. 

Nor  is  this  fo  much  to  be  won¬ 
dered  at,  if  we  confider  that  the  An- 
tient  Germany  contained  according  to 


j|  Tacit. 
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the  accounts  of  the  moft  antient  geo¬ 
graphers,  particularly  Tomponius  Me¬ 
la^  (befides  the  country  now  fo  called) 
‘Denmark,  Norway,  and  the  greateft 
part  of  Sweden  and  DoJand  as  far  as 
the  Weyjjel.  And  to  thefe  Cluverius 
adds  Bohemia,  and  all  that  region 
from  the  fountains  of  the  Vijlula  to 
the  Euxine  fea  :  that  is^  it  contained 
thofe  countries  which  from  their  fruit- 
fulnefs  in  men,  were  antiently  called 
Ojjicina  Gentium\. 

And  this  reafoning  will  be  farther 
ftrengthened  if  it  be  found  upon  en¬ 
quiry  that  neither  were  the  and 
Vandals  Polygamifts.  And  this  is 
apparent, 

First,  Becaufe  they  are  charged 
by  no  hiflorian  with  this  praflice. 


II  The  workhoufe  of  nations,  /.  e.  the  work- 
houfe  where  men  are  made. 
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Secondly,  Becaufe  they  fo  eafily 
became  chriftians ;  whereas  it  is  noto¬ 
rious  that  Polygamy  hath  always  re¬ 
markably  obftruiled  the  converfion 
of  thofe  nations  to  chriftianity,  who 
were  infected  with  this  cuftom. 

Thirdly,  Becaufe  their  chaftity  is 
celebrated  by  chriftian  writers ,  in 
contradiftindlion  to  the  Koman  chrif¬ 
tians  of  thofe  times  And, 

Lastly,  Becaufe  I  think  it  fuf- 
ficiently  evident,  that  the  Goths  and 
Vandals  were  no  other  than  different 
tribes  of  the  Germanic  nation  :  and 
that  for  thefe  reafons  ^ 

First,  Becaufe  the  Boutones  are 
numbered  by  Straho  among  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Germany  5  and  critics  agree  that 


^  Sahlafi  de  guhernatione  Dei^  1. 7.  fubfinem. 
p.  154,  160, 

thefe 
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thefe  are  the  Guttones  of  ‘Pliny, 
(called  Boutones  thro’  the  miftake  of  a 
letter,  in  the  manufcript  of  Strabo,  in- 
ftead  of  Guttones  )  mentioned  in  his 
account  of  that  nation 


And  thefe  are  mentioned  by  him 
as  a  part  of  the  Vandili  (i.  e.  the  Van¬ 
dals)  who  are  named  foremoft  in  the 
lift  of  the  Germanic  tribes.  And  here 
it  is  remarkable,  that  as  the  Goths  are 
here  accounted  a  part  of  the  Vandals  j 
fo  the  Vandals  are  accounted  by  Pro¬ 
copius  as  part  of  the  Goths.  Bell.  Van. 
1.  i.  c.  ii. 


‘TACITU S  found  two  of  thefe 
nations,  the  Gothini  and  the  Gotho- 
nes  among  the  Germany  in  his  time  : 
but  the  former  he  deemeth  to  have 
been  originally  Gauls.  In  one  word, 
I  know  no  one  point  more  agreed 


i5P 


II  Nat.  Htjl.  1.  4.  c.  xiv. 
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among  learned  men,  either  antienE 
or  modern,  chan  that  the  Goths  and 
Vandals  were  derived  from  the  fame 
fource  with  the  Angles ,  Swedes , 
T mtones^  and  Cimhri  5  that  is,  that 
they  were  Germans. 

The  only  difficulty  now  remain¬ 
ing  is,  CO  know  why  thefe  nations 
have  for  feveral  centuries  paft  (chat 
is,  •  fince  the  eftablifhment  of  chriftia* 
nicy)  ceafed  to  fwarm. 

And  tlM  this  enquiry  hath  I  owii 
coft  me  more  trouble  than  almofl: 
any  of  the  preceding  diflertacions,  yet 
as  it  is  properly  no  neceffary  part  or 
appendix  of  the  queftion  before  me, 
the  reader  will  I  hope  excufe  me,  if 
my  anfwers  are  very  fhort. 

I  N  the  firft  place  then  let  it  be 
obferved,  that  no  empire  ever  rofe 
gradually  to  great  grandeur  in  the 
midlf  of  other  furrounding  Rates  and 

kingdoms^ 
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kingdoms,  without  the  expence  of  a 
great  number  of  lives :  at  leaft,  I  am 
Jure,  that  of  Rome  did  not. 

In  the  next  place  I  take  it  for  grant¬ 
ed,  that  no  empire  fo  raifed  ever  was 
ruined  without  a  like  expence  of  lives. 

This  alfo  muft  be  allowed  to  have 
been  the  cafe  of  the  Roman  empire. 

T  HAT  ftate,  as  I  apprehend,  was 
in  its  moft  flourifliing  condition  to¬ 
wards  the  clofe  of  the  commonwealth. 

And  from  that  time  its  inhabitants 
were,  I  think,  gradually  diminifhedj 
to  the  end  of  JuJlmian\  reign. 


MARIUS  loft  great  numbers  of 
Roman  foldiers  in  the  daughter  of  the 
‘Teutones  and  Chnhn.  Cafar  loft 
many  more  in  his  fliughters  of  more 
than  a  million  I  of  Gauls  and  Ger~ 


li  He  is  faid  to  have  dellroyed  ( belides 
thofe  {lain  in  the  civil  war)  i,  15^2,000  enemies. 
Flin»  Hi/i.  Nat.  1. 7.  c.  xxv. 
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mans  j  the  civil  wars  that  enfued 
weakened  the  Romans  to  fuch  a  de¬ 
gree,  as  to  encourage  the  invafion  of 
BatbarianSy  particularly  the  Germans. 
Augujtus  loft  his  legions  ;  Bvufus 
and  Germanicus  won  honour  again  ft 
them  j  but  ftill  the  empire  was  weak¬ 
ened.  The,  incredible  luxury  and 
cruelty  of  all  the  emperors,  from 
Augujtus  to  Vefpajiauy  added  to  the 
deftrudfions  by  famines,  peftilences, 
and  earthquakes ,  weakened  and 
wafted  it  yet  more.  From  Vefpajian 
to  Adrian  were  deftroyed  (to  fay  no¬ 
thing  of  other  fubjedls)  more  than 
two  millions  of  jews  ;  nor  did  they 
fall  with  impunity  they  fold  their 
lives  at  the  deareft  ||  rate  ;  and  tho’ 
they  feemed  at  this  time  brought  to 
the  brink  of  deftrudlion,  yet  ftill  they 
found  work  for  Antoninus  Bins  his 


II  They  (laughtered,  befides  the  Roman  for-- 
ces,  about  half  a  million  of  people,  in  Cyrene 
and  Cyprus^ 

fuc- 
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fucceflor  to  fubdue  them  :  as  did  the 
Britons^  the  BiBsy  the  GermanSy 
and  the  B)aca. 

/ 

I 

His  fucceflor  Marcus  Aurelius 
was  in  the  end  fuccefsful  againfi:  the 
BarthlanSy  (under  the  conduct  of  his 
brother,  who  led  the  Roman  army) 
but  not  till  after  he  had  firfl:  lofl:  his 
lieutenant  and  his  legions  |]. 

The  lofles  and  diftrefles  he  fuf- 
tained  againfl:  the  Germans  are  well 
known,  and  have  been  already  men¬ 
tioned  5  nor  were  thofe  inconfider- 
able  which  were  fuftained  from  all 
the  barbarous  nations  leagued  in  arms 
againfl:  him,  from  Bannonia  to  Gaul 
inclufive,  tho’  they  were  in  the  end 
triumphed  over. 


I)  After  this  the  Romans  wafted  Media  and 
Mejbpotamia,  and  murdered  about  half  a  million 
of  people,  in  the  facking  of  Sekiicia. 


M  z 
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And  to  all  thefe  may  be  added 
the  deftrublion  of  an  infinite  number 
of  men,  in  the  ruin  of  Ephefus  and 
Nicomedia  by  earthquakes. 

It  were  endlefs  to  recount  the 
deftriidlion  of  mankind  wrought 
from  this  period  to  the  eftablifhmene 
of  the  empire  under  Confianthie,  by 
fire  and  earthquakes,  by  chriftian 
perfecutions,  by  frequent  and  cruel 
contentions  of  competitors  for  the 
empire,  by  wars  over  the  face  of  the 
whole  earth,  from  eafi:  to  weft,  and 
from  north  to  fouth,  by  the  ravage 
and  wafte  of  provinces,  from  the  in- 
cxxx^ions  oi  Barhari an s,  and  the  con- 
fequences  of  thefe,  peftilences  and 
famines ;  one  peftilence  particularly 
under  Gallus  and  Volujianus^  which 
lafted  fifteen  years  5  of  which  Zozi- 
mus  relateth,  1.  i .)  that  whilft 

war  raged  on  all  fides,  every  nation 
lubje<ft  to  the  Romans  being  invaded 

and 
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and  wafted  by  the  Scythians,  a  plague 
came  both  upon  cities  and  villages, 
which  deftroyed  all  that  was  left  of 
human  kind,  and  made  more  havock 
than  any  that  had  ever  gone  before 
it. 

Within  this  period  the  tyrant  and 
monfter  Maximin  deftroyed,  befides 
his  cruelty  to  his  own  fubjedts,  Ger¬ 
many  for  three  or  four  hundred  miles, 
and  many  inhabitants  j  and  Claudius 
flew  three  hundred  and  twenty  thou- 
fand  Goths,  thence  named  Gothicus  : 
and  ‘Xiecius  loft  his  life  and  his  army 
againft  the  Scythians. 

Within  this  period  it  was,  that 
Valerian  was  circumvented  and  cru¬ 
elly  tortured  to  death  by  the  'V‘erftans-, 
and  Gallienus  his  fon  (a  fecond  Nero) 
brought  the  empire  to  the  brink  of 
deftrudiion  5  and  befides  all  the  other 
blood  fpilt  in  his  reign,  (more  than 
in  any  other  from  the  foundation  of 

M  3  the 
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the  empire)  he  is  faid  to  have  deftroyed 
from  three  to  four  thoufand  a  day  of 
his  own  foldiers  {Trehell.  'Poll,  in  Gal.) 
dureing  a  reign  of  ten  years.  In  his 
time  the  empire  was  prefeived  by 
thofe  very  means  which  moft  natu¬ 
rally  tended  to  deftroy  it.  The  con¬ 
tempt  of  his  effeminacy,  and  cerrour 
of  his  cruelty,  created  many  rebellions 
againft  him,  many  ufurpers  of  the 
empire,  (no  fewer  than  thirty)  who 
defended  on  their  own  account  what 
they  would  have  negledfed  on  his. 

The  mofl:  eminent  among  thefe 
w^ere  Odenatus  and  sPmiltanus^  and 
above  all,  the  greateft  woman  of 
her  own,  or  perhaps  of  any  other 
age,  Zenolia. 

Within  this  period  Jmelian  re¬ 
covered  the  empire  in  fome  meafure 
at  the  expence  of  much  blood  and 
daughters,  and  as  it  ran  faft  to  ruin 
alter  him,  P)mlejian  in  forefight  and 
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in  terrour  of  its  impending  deftru(5lion 
retired  from  grandeur. 

Nor  were  almofi:  all  thefe  fore- 
mentioned  evils  lefs  continued,  or  lefs 
confumeing,  from  the  death  of  Con- 
Jtant  'me  the  Great,  to  the  re  eftabhfli- 
ment  and  re- union  of  the  empire, 
under  ^heodojius  the  Great. 

Within  this  period,  tht  Germans 
wafted  Gaul,  the  Sarmata  ‘Pannonta, 
the  ‘Pi6ls  England,  and  the  Goths  to 
the  very  walls  of  Conjlantinople  5 
againft  whom  Valens  loft  his  life, 
with  fuch  a  miferable  daughter  of  his 
forces,  as  the  Romans  had  never  fuf- 
tained  fince  Canns,  and  the  vidtors 
were  foon  after  defeated  to  an  utter 
excifion.  by  'Theodojius,  as  the  Ger¬ 
mans  were  expulfed  from  Gaul  by 
Grattan  5  and  yet  fo  exhaufted  was 
the  empire  at  this  time,  that  it  was 
as  much  as  both  thefe  emperors  could 
do  with  the  united  forces  of  Elurope, 

M  4  JJia, 
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jijia,  and  Africa,  to  reprefs  them  3 
and  at  length  Theodofius  was  glad  to 
buy  their  friendfhip  by  the  affignmcnt 
of  lands  in  the  provinces,  and  taking 
their  beft  troops  into  pay,  by  which 
means  the  peace  of  the  empire  was 
fecLired  from  that  quarter. 

This  however  could  not  fecure  it 
from  the  irruptions  of  other  Barha- 
vians,  who  from  the  heart  of  Scythia 
crouded  to  the  banks  of  the  Danube^ 
which  is  ftill  an  additional  proof, 
that  the  empire  was  now  exhaufled. 

The  truth  is,  more  populous  na¬ 
tions  feem  as  naturally  to  migrate  to 
fuch  as  are  more  thinly  inhabited,  as 
the  groffer  air  gravitates  to  thofe 
parts  where  it  happeneth  by  any  ac¬ 
cident  to  be  rarefied. 

'THEODOSIUS,  it  is  true,  had' 

the  felicity  to  reprefs  and  to  vanquifli 
diefe  and  all  his  other  enemies,  he 

repreffed 
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repreflfed  thefe  with  great  flaughter  of 
their  forces,  and  his  other  enemies 
with  great  flaughter  of  his  own,  fo 
great  flaughter  of  his  own  forces,  and 
lubje6ts  of  the  empire,  in  his  con- 
flid:s  with  Marcellinus  and  Maximus, 
with  Eugenius  and  Arbogajtes,  and 
the  flaughter  of  the  feditious  at  Ehef- 
falonica,  that  however  the  reputation 
of  the  empire  was  raifed  under  him, 
the  number  of  its  inhabitants,  which 
are  its  natural  ffrength,  was,  I  think, 
cbnfiderably  impaired  at  his  death. 

And  that  it  daily  and  vifibly  decayed 
both  in  ftrength  and  reputation  from 
this  time  to  the  reign  of  Jupiman, 
is,  I  think,  out  of  all  doubt  |]. 

Within  this  period  ( to  omit 
other  calamities )  Attila  the  Hun,  the 


[|  Procopius  relateth  (^BelL  Perf,  1.  i.)  that 
in  the  reign  of  Jiiftin  three  hundred  thoufand 
inhabitants  oi  Antioch  periihed  in  one  earth¬ 
quake* 

teiTour 
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terrour  of  the  world,  or,  as  he  more 
properly  ftilcd  himfelf,  the  fcourge  of 
God,  ravaged  the  eaft,  and  made 
Theodofius  the  younger,  tributary  ; 
wafted  Moefici,  Macedon,  and  T'hef- 
faly,  and  lubjedted  the  German  na¬ 
tions  of  all  denominations  5  which  we 
may  well  believe  could  not  be  efFebf- 
ed  without  infinite  bloodflied  5  and 
pouring  in  upon  the  empire  with  an 
army  of  700,000  men,  wafted 
and  tho’  his  fury  was  awhile  arrefted 
by  the  united  forces  of  the  Goths  and 
the  empire  under  the  condudl  of 
‘Theodor k  and  Aetius,  and  the  lofs  of 
a  dreadful  battle,  in  which  200,000 
of  his  forces  fell,  yet  he  foon  after  de- 
ftroyed  Tarinoma,  and  lacked  almoft 
all  the  cities  of  Italy at  length  being 
diverted  from  the  deftrubtion  of  Rome 
by  the  interceffion  'of  Leo  the  Great, 
he  returned  home  :  where  this  man 
of  blood  died  bv  a  bleeding  at  his 

/  O 
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Not  long  zhziGenferk  wokRomey 
and  carried  many  thoufands  of  the 
citizens  into  captivity  to  Carthage. 

Within  this  period  Odoacer  alfo 
took  Romey  and  was  afterwards  de¬ 
feated  with  great  fiaughter  of  his  ar¬ 
mies  by  Theodoric,  tho’  not  without 
confiderable  lofs. 

Here  then  I  lay  down  thefe  poli- 
tions  as  truths,  which  I  apprehend 
will  not  be  long  contefted  by  the 
thinking  and  learned  reader; 

First,  That  the  numbers  ol  man¬ 
kind  in  that  which  hath  fince  been 
known  by  the  name  of  the  Roman 
world,  were  confiderably  impaired 
from  the  firft  Carthaginian  war  to 
the  end  of  the  Roman  commonweakh. 

Secondly,  That  the  numbers  of 
mankind  were  very  confiderably  im¬ 
paired 
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paired  throughout  the  Roman  world, 
from  that  period  to  the  reign  of  Jujli- 
man  I. 


Thirdly,  I  apprehend  that  the 
northern  hive,  at  leaft  the  European 
part  of  it,  was  now  throughly  ex- 
haufted,  nor  can  any  ivian  make  this 
a  doubt,  who  confidcreth  that  they 
had  now  been  inceflantly  fwarming 
for  fix  hundred  years,  that  they 
had  now  fpread  and  fettled  themfclves 
not  only  all  over  Europe^  but  made 
confiderable  eftablifliments  even  in 
Mrk.  Thefe  fettlements  and  efta* 
blifiiments  were  not  made  at  lefs  ex¬ 
pence  than  the  deftrudlion  of  at  leaft 
one  half  of  their  own  people,  as  well 
as  of  thofe  whom  they  conquered,  at 
leaft  \n  Europe. 


(I  In  his  reign  the  Perfmns  over-ran  all  the 
eafl:  as  far  as  Antioch,  which  they  fack’d  with 
an  infinite  flaughter. 

My 
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My  fincere  opinion  is,  that  not 
one  fourth  part  of  their  number,  I 
mean,  of  thofe  numbers  with  which 
they  overfpread  Europe^  and  invaded 
Africy  was  now  in  being,  w'hen  ^u- 
Jliman  undertook  to  recover  Afric 
from  the  Vandals^  and  not  one  half 
of  thefe  after  his  attempts  to  recover 
Italy  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Goths  5 
and  tho’  he  went  a  great  way  towards 
elfedting  this  by  the  uncommon  wif- 
dom,  virtue,  fortitude  and  felicity  of 
BeUzariuSy  yet  the  little  armies  he 
led,  and  even  thofe  made  up  for  the 
moft  part  of  BarharianSy  fufficrently 
fliew  how  throughly  the  empire  was 
exha  Lifted  at  this  time. 


All  thefe  confiderations  lead  me 
to  the  fame  conclufion,  'u/z.  That 
the  numbers  of  mankind  throughout 
the  north  of  Europe^  and  both  the 
European  and  Afiatic  part  of  the 
Roman  empire,  were  at  the  Time  of 

‘Jufimians 
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inians  acceffion  to  the  empire, 
or  at  leaft  at  the  time  of  the  deftruc- 
tion  of  Antioch  by  Cofroez,  reduced 
to  lefs  than  one  half  of  what  they 
were  at  Augujtuss  acceffion  to  it  5  fo 
that  had  the  northern  hive  been  left 
unmolefted  from  that  time,  it  had 
not  been  capable  of  fwarming  with 
its  anrient  vigour  in  lefs  than  two 
centuries  at  looneft. 


Soon  after  the  third  expedition  of 
CofroeZi  againft  the  Romans^  came  that 
remarkable  plague  upon  the  earth,  fo 
exadlly  and  fo  judicioufly  defcribed 
by  Rrocopius  j|  •,  which  traverfed 
every  part  and  portion  of  the  earth 
with  a  regular  and  equable  deftruc- 
tion  5  and  if  we  may  judge  by  the 
numbers  deftroyed  at  ConJiantinople'\, 


I  Bell.  Perf.  1.  ii. 

'f  Where  it  raged  four  months,  and  de¬ 
ftroyed  firffc  five  thoufand,  and  then  ten  thou- 
fand  a  day,  and  it  is  remarkable  that  there 
are  records  of  a  plague  rageing  in  Ireland  about 
this  time. 

^  (and 
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(and  I  think  we  may,  inafmuch  as  we 
are  affured  it  deftroyed  ct^uably  and 
alike  in  all  climates,  in  all  feafons  of 
the  year,  in  city  and  in  country)  it 
could  not  cut  olF  lefs  than  one  half 
of  the  human  fpecies  then  fublifting. 

Suppose  then  the  northern  hive 
difabled  at  ,the  beginning  of  this 
plague  from  fwarming  for  two  cen¬ 
turies,  it  is  evident  that  at  the  end 
of  it  they  w^ere  difabled  from  fwarm¬ 
ing  with  their  wonted  vigour  in  lefs 
than  four  centuries,  that  is,  before 
the  tenth  ||  century  of  the  chriftian 
aera  5  and  before  that  time  chriftianity 
introduced  civility,  and  civility  cul¬ 
ture,  which  enabled  the  earth  to  fup- 
port  more  than  double,  I  may  fay, 
more  than  ten  times  its  antient  inha¬ 
bitants. 


II  I  think,  from  the  calculations  before  laid 
dowm,^  they  could  not  fwarm  with  their  an¬ 
tient  vigour  before  the  twelfth  century. 

That 
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« 

That  the  inhabitants  of  Germany 
are  now  more  than  double,  I  may 
fay,  more  than  quadruple  the  num¬ 
ber  they  were  in  the  days  of  Cafar 
and  Tacitus^  is,  I  think,  paft  all 
doubt. 

I  think  it  evident  from  the  moft 
antient  account  of  thefe  northern 
nations,  that  they  led  a  kind  of  paf- 
toral  life,  like  the  ISiomades  of  Scythia^ 
and  it  is  evident  from  the  nature  of 
the  thing,  that  all  countries  where 
the  people  do  fo,  muft  be  thinly  in¬ 
habited. 

The  Germam^  wc  are  exprefly  told, 
then  had  little  culture,  no  cities,  and 
but  occalional  houfes.  It  was  then 
their  glory  (as  the  prophet  Ifaiah 
exprefleth  it)  to  he  placed  alone  in  the 
midp  of  the  earthy  to  be  defended  by 
defolations  all  around  them ;  and  one 
of  thefe,  as  Ccsfar  relateth,  was  fix 

hun- 
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hundrecl  miles  over.  Thefe  defola- 
tions  are  now  vaniflied,  much  culture 
and  many  ample  cities  have  fucceedcd 
them. 

They  were  then  defended  by 
lakes,  and  marflies,  and  impenetrable 
forefts  of  incredible  extent  3  they  are 
now  defended  by  ftrong  and  popu¬ 
lous  cities,  their  marfhes  and  their 
lakes  are  drained,  and  their  forefts 
deftroyed. 

What  we  now  call  the  Nether ~ 
lands,  in  the  days  of  the  Barbaric 
incurfions  were  utterly  defolared  5  they 
are  now  covered  with  uncountable 
multitudes  of  men. 

And  how  are  thefe  numbers  made 
up  ?  Beyond  all  contradidtion  from 
infenfible  fwarms  of the  northern  hive  5 
it  being  notorious  chat  both  their 
cities  and  (hips  are  filled  with  Banes, 
Swedes,  Nor’Wegians,  Boles,  Mafco- 

N  vitss 
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and  Germans  of  all  forts,  who 
amount  in  the  whole  to  numbers 
equivalent  to  the  raofl:  numerous 
fvvarms  of  many  centuries  in  antient 
times, 

ENGL^N‘D  is  alfo  a  receptacle 
of  the  fame  kind.  Sir  Matthew  Hale  j| 
hath  computed  and  proved  I  think 
plainly  enough,  that  the  inhabitants 
of  England  were  before  the  Revolu¬ 
tion  more  than  twenty  times  as  many 
as  they  were  at  the  time  of  the  Con- 
queft.  Now  in  the  courfe  of  their 
natural  increafe  they  could  not  then 
be  multiplied  more  than  fixfold  3 
to  what  then  can  we  afcribe  this 
great  additional  excefs,  but  partly  to 
infenfible  fwarms  from  other  coun¬ 
tries  for  the  advantages  of  trade  and 
liberty  3  and  partly  to  more  fenfible 


II  See  his  moral  evidence  of  the  origination 
of  mankind,  2.  c.  10. 

caufes. 
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caufes,  as  the  Tetting  up  the  inquifitiori 
in  the  Netherlafidsy  and  perfecuting 
the  Hugonots  in  Fv-anced 


That  regions  feemingly  barren 
can  and  aduallv  do  contain  tenfold 

J 

the  number  of  inhabitants  that  an-* 
tiently  polTefTed  them,  is  put  out  ot 
all  doubt  by  the  account  we  have  of 
the  numbers  of  the  antient  Helvetii 
compared  with  thofe  of  the  prefenc 
Smvijs,  who  inhabit  the  fame  coun¬ 
try. 


This  country  was  thought  too 
narrow,  as  well  for  the  numbers  as 
the  martial  fpirir  of  the  inhabitants  in 
the  times  of  Cafar,  and  therefore 
they  migrated  in  fearch  of  a  better  ; 
their  intire  number  is  exa6lly  tranf- 
micted  to  us  by  Cafar  :  they  and 
their  allies,  men,  women  and  chil¬ 
dren,  made  up  in  all  but  three  hun¬ 
dred  and  fixty-eight  thoufand  fouls, 
of  which  ninety  thoufand  are  com 

N  2 
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puted  CO  be  men  capable  of  bearing 
arms.  One  of  the  thirteen  S<wifs 
cantons  {Bern)  can  now  fend  out  one 
hundred  thoufand  fighting  men  into 
the  field  :  and  Zurich  will  engage 
to  raife  fifty  thoufand  fighting  men 
in  the  fpace  of  twenty- four  hours. 

To  all  this  may  be  added. 

First,  That  the  increafe  of  man¬ 
kind  within  the  limits  of  the  Roman 
empire  was  confiderably  retarded 
within  this  period,  by  the  celibacy  of 
the  chriftian  priefihood,  and  the  efta- 
blifliment  of  fo  many  monafteries  and 
nunneries,  by  which  confiderable 
numbers  were  fhut  out  from  focial 
commerce,  and  the  world  deprived 
of  the  advantages  of  a  regular  propa¬ 
gation  from  them  ||. 

Se- 


jj  This  iT'ight  be  illuftrated  by  many  in- 
ftances ;  I  Oiall  mention  but  one : 

When 
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Secondly,  That  from  the  days 
of  Jujlinian,  the  Roman  empire  grew 
every  day  weaker  and  weaker,  till 
that  of  the  Saracens  was  eftablifhed 
upon  its  ruins  in  the  eaft  and  fouth  5 
and  thofe  of  the  Franks,  Lombardsy 
and  Goths  of  various  denominations 
(all  Germanic,  bodies)  in  the  weft  \\. 

I N  the  very  next  reign  the  Lom- 


themfelves 


bards 


When  Gregory  the  Great  would  deprecate 
the  divine  vengeance,  in  order  to  avert  the 
plague  which  infefted  Italy  \  in  confequence 
of  the  deluge  hereafter  noted,  (towards  the 
clofe  of  the  lixth  century)  he  compofed  a  feven- 
fold  litany  \  to  perform  which  fervice  he  di¬ 
vided  the  whole  people  of  Rome  into  feven 
chorus's,  of  which  the  fecular  clergy  made 
one  ;  the  abbots  with  their  monks  a  fecond  ; 
and  the  abbelles  with  their  nuns  (which  to  Ihew 
their  numbers  are  called  congregations )  a 
third.  Vide  Landi^l'pbi  Sagacts  Additamenttira 
Hijl.  MifcelL 

II  All  thefe  are  reafons  why  the  northern 
hive,  if  it  fwarmed  at  all  after  this  period, 
mull;  fwarm  later. 
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^Tihevius  was  fuccefsful  againft  the 
‘'Ferjians  in  the  caft,  but  the  weft 
was  given  up. 

In  the  reign  of  Mauritius,  the 
Barbarians  role  in  their  demands  of 
tribute  under  the  title ofpenfion,  and 
foon  after,  Thrace  was  wafted  by  the 
Scla’vonians ,  and  tho’  50,000  of 
thefe  and  other  Barbarians  were  flain 
by  the  Romans  in  one  battle,  yet 
they  prevailed  in  the  end  ■,  and  both 
they  and  the  Ferftans  deftroyed  the 
Roman  armies  ;  and  foon  after  forty 
cities  of  T)almatia  were  laid  wafte, 
and  an  infinite  number  of  captives 
taken  ;  all  which  the  emperor  (tho’ 
very  rich)  refufeing  to  redeem  at  the 
loweft  rate,  Chajanus  in  a  rage  maf-^ 
facred. 

I T  would  be  endlefs  to  purfue  the 
detail  of  miferies  that  awaited  this 
wretched  empire  in  its  decline  :  it  is 
fufficient  to  obferve,  that  all  the 

omens 
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omens  and  Indications  of  approaching 
ruin  attended  it  from  the  days  of 
Jujl  Iniani  and  therefore  I  fhall  beg 
leave  to  conclude  this  head  with  a 
very  remarkable  incident  of  this 
reign,  I  mean  Mauritius  which 
was  this :  A  kind  of  fecond  deluge’ 
(followed  by  a  dreadful  peftilence ) 
overfpread  ItaJy^  from  the  fwelling 
of  its  feveral  rivers  j  the  waters  pour’d 
in  thro’  the  higheft  windows  of  their 
churches,  and  over  the  tops  of  their 
city  walls ;  the  villages  w'ere  deftroy’d, 
and  men  and  animals  fwept  away  5 
and  the  country  was  covered  with 
immenfe  lakes,  for  a  confiderablc 
time  after. 


I T  might  now  be  faid  of  Italy^  as 
it  antientiy  was  of  the  land  of  Ifrael^ 
in  the  days  of  Shamgar  5  the  high- 
•ways  were  unoccupied  5  nay  more, 
they  were  defaced  and  loft  :  and 
among  thefe  the  Flaminian  way  was 
now  in  all  probability  partly  torn 
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away^  and  partly  covered  with  thole 
jirata  of  earth,  which  concealed  it 
from  fight  for  fo  many  fuccecding 
ages  Ij. 

The  curious  reader  will,  I  hope, 
think  this  digrefiion  pardonable. 

I  T  may  probably  be  thought  an 
obje(51:ion  to  the  pofitions  laft  laid 
down,  that  the  ‘Danes  and  Norwe-^ 
gtans  are  found  to  have  fwarmed  into 
England  and  Inland  towards  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  ninth  century. 

T  o  which  I  anfwer,  Firft,  They 
had  three  hundred  years  to  recruit 
from  the  time  of  the  forementioned 
‘Procopian  plague  5  not  were  civility 
and  culture  yet  introduced  amongft 
them  by  the  chriftian  religion  . 

'■  ■■■"’  '  W"  I—  ■  I II I  I 

|j  And  polTibly  the  Jppau  irrecoverably 
flooded.- 

^  Their  converhon  to  chriftianky  began 
with  Gotburn  their  king  in  the  reign  o[  JlJredj 
towards  the  end  of  the  ninth  century. 

Se- 
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Secondly,  As  they  were  intirely 
out  of  the  reach  of  the  Roman  arms, 
and  out  of  the  road  of  thofe  northern 
incurfions  which  crofled  the  Da¬ 
nube.  And, 

% 

Thirdly,  As  there  is  reafon  to 
believe  that  Denmark  was  antiently 
better  cultivated  than  other  northern 
regions  in  all  probability  they  fuf- 
fered  lefs  wafte  from  invafions,  and 
lefs  diminution  from  migrations. 
And, 

_  f 

Lastly,  Their  fwarms  were  now 
very  little  and  inconfiderable,  com¬ 
pared  with  thole  of  the  ‘Tentones  and 
Cimbri  their  anceftors. 

They  were  eftablilbed  \n  Ireland^ 
by  means  of  the  intelline  difcords 


*  There  are  great  heaps  of  ftones  now  founci 
in  their  woods,  of  which  their  grounds  were 
carefully  cleared  in  the  earlier  ages. 

and 
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and  divided  interefts  of  their  petty 
princes  ^  yet  not  till  after  a  courfe  of 
continual  fupplies  for  near  two  cen¬ 
turies,  and  they  gained  ground  in 
England  by  the  fame  means  and 
meafures,  before  the  claims  and  con¬ 
tentions  of  the  heptarchy  were 
throughly  decided  and  reconciled  un¬ 
der  one  monarch  j  tho’  not  without 
the  advantage  of  greater  numbers, 
and  a  contention  of  equal  continu¬ 
ance. 

K 

Now,  altho’  thefe  drains  were  not 
fo  ftrong  and  fo  fudden,  yet  being  fo 
long  continued,  I  apprehend ,  that 
about  the  tirhe  of  their  eftablifhment 
in  England^  their  country  was  thro’ly 
exhaufted  ^  fo  exhaufted,  that  it  could 
not  be  rightly  recruited  in  lefs  than 
300  years,  dureing  which  time  they 
were  employed  in  bloody  and  almoft 
continued  contefts  with  their  neigh¬ 
bours,  and  before  the  end  of  it, 
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A.  D.  ii%i  ^  greatly  diminillsed  by 
a  dreadfu!  peftiience,  and  before  that 
could  be  well  recovered,  by  another, 
A,  D.  1 370  I,  attended  f  with  a  fa¬ 
mine,  and  before  that  could  be  reco¬ 
vered,  by  another,  A.  D.  1484  I, 
much  more  dreadful  and  deftrudtive 
than  either  of  the  precedeing,  which 
fwept  off  one  half  of  the  human  fpe- 
cies  ^  and  which  confequently  they 
cannot  have  recovered  to  this  day  : 
and  [  am  well  aiTured,  that  the  late 
prince  George  of  ‘Denmark  was  wont 
to  affign  this  plague  as  the  reafon  why 
the  northern  hive  had  not  fwarmed 
for  lome  centuries. 

'  '  '  T  T  ■  r  r  -  r  -  I  I  1  n  I  i  m'mii  h  hub  i  i  u  i  ■■  n  iir  n  ■■  i  ran  iivMiaia  ai^'r  m  i  jri  i  11,11 

*  Meurjii  Hijl,  Dan,  1.  2. 
jj  This  was  probably  the  fame  plague  men¬ 
tioned  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale^  ibid.  c.  ix,  x.  to 
have  wailed  Italy  in  13)9;  for  as  it  kited  fifteen 
years,  and  deftroyed  the  north  and  fouth  alike, 
the  Italian  writers  probably  date  it  from  the 
year  in  which  the  fouth  klfered  moil,  and 
Aletirftus  in  that  wherein  it  fell  heaviefl  upon 
the  north,  inafmuch  as  the  compafs  of  fifteen 
years  takes  in  both  the  dates. 

it 

•j'  Me  nr  fit  H[(l,  Dan,  \, 
t  Ibid,  pars  iecunda,  L  2. 


It 
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It  were  eafy  to  deduce  the  hi- 
ftories  of  other  northern  nations  in 
the  fame  manner,  and  account  for 
their  not  overflowing  even  under  the 
advantages  of  a  greater  increafe  till 
the  difeovery  oi  America^  and  the 
way  to  the  Eajl  Indies  by  the  cape 
of  Good  Hope  ;  both  which  have 
fince  drained  Europe  of  more  than 
her  natural  overflowings,  and  will  in 
all  probability  be  fumcient  to  do  fo 
to  the  end  of  the  world. 

From  what  hath  been  kid,  I 
hope,  it  is  now  fufficiently  apparent, 
that  neither  the  antient  nor  the  prelent 
world  hath  been  peopled  by  Poly¬ 
gamy  5  quite  other  wife  :  that  the 
increafe  of  mankind  hath  in  all  ages 
and  regions  of  the  world  been  beft 
promoted  by  fingle  marriages. 

FINIS. 


